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To the Right Eonourable Bulitrods W hit- 
Jock Serjeani at Lai, John Liſle £/qs Richard Keble 


Serjeant at Law, Lords Commijuoncri of the Great 
Seal of England 3 Major G:ncral Thomas Har» 


riion; Edmund Prideaux F/q; Atturney 
General fer the State. 

ADP Ut of alove totruth,and reſpect to my Engage- 

i BY ment by Solemn Covenan:Ttrained,and out of 

c<lire to prevent 1t poſſible) the opprefiion of 

men, for holdingatruth,1 priced, Cfome years 

a ſince) Two treatiſes and an Aprend x to them,and 

after thatan Apology for them , with a Poſt/cript 5 which 
were preſented tulome uf your hands by me. Finding that 
great hatred isagainſ? ſuch as diſlent from the 4//errbl:es de- 
terminations, ſpecially in thetwo poinrs of Fapt:/z,S&D:ſri- 
pline, (which this writing treats of;) and thoſe that ſhelter 
them from violence; and that a great part of rhe quarrel 
between Frgland and Scotland 1s, for not eſtabliſhing 
Presbyterial Government, with rigour, which js thus ex- 
preſſed inthe Scottiſh 4ſſemblies Reply to the ſe" Declara- 
tion, Edius. 22. Julil x650. Seſl. 17. That Jeſ/## Chriſt be Lord 
over his own houſe, and that his Miniſters keep Courts and ex- 
erciſe juriſdition and diſcipline, and all the cen{ures of the Kirk, 
from the loweſt to the higheſt, in lis name on!y, againſt all that 
depart from and do oppoſe thetrnth; cr that walk looſely as doth 
wotbecome the Goſpe!/ : and hoping this writing tc one of the 
Chief Presbyterian« in Scotl..md. may contribute ſomething 
to diſcover the unreaſorableneſle of their violent proceed- 
ings in their way ; and ſome Truths, not commonly dif. 
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— 


cerned; I have yielded to the publiſhing thereof, inthis ., 
{id time of a bloody warre, raiſed much trom the foremen- 
tioned hatred. 

Such as iris, I humbly preſcnt to your Honours, in teſti- 
mony of my thankfulncte for he favour and pitty tome, 
vouchſafed bo ſome of your Ronurs1n conferring on me, & 
Others in being eminentlyinirrumental in the quiet ſettling 
of me in this place; in which, atter plunder gs, and many 
toflings up and down, I have had ſome abiding : wherein 
I ſtil] endeavour to be ſerviccableto the publique, and to 
acquit my ſelf 


Tour Honours humble and 


devoted Servant, 
ipods, f JouN ToMBES, 
Ledbyry- H o5þ itall : 
inH erefordjhire FLY 
Sepr, 4. 1650. 
Y 
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To the Reverend the Moderator 11d Commiſſioners i» the next Nationall 
Aſſ-mbly »f hs Chh of Scotland , or the nexi Provincial Aſſembly 
#1: » which Glaſgow in ih? Kin gdome of Scotland belongs the Com- 
plaint «/ John Tombes Presby..r, 


Hyumbly ſhwweth, 
vx gs Har in purſuance of the SOLEMNE COVENANT 
= FN. taken by me 19 15:deurmour reformation in Gods worjhPy46- 
co: d ng - theword if God; 1 publiſhed 'wo Tre: tfſes a- 
bout InranT-BAPTISME at London December 
I5. 1645. ardan AroLoOGyY for them in Argſt 
1646. rd that in. che ycar 1 6 4 7. 4 book inticulcd AN A- 
B APTIS ME WasSPpub:iſhed at 7,049, byROBERT BayrLyYAMm- 
Fer of G!:ſgow : wherca T was wrong d by many grievous f-{ſz acenſ.i- 
trozs + conceming which 1 h.ye ( as near as 1 could, ) followed the 
rule of Clift A{+-. 18. 15, 16, 17. as m+y be perceived by the clole of 
the letter to Mr. Bay Ly himlclf : For afier I had adycrtifed him by 
Mr. Henry Scudd-r, of che injury he had done me, I wrote to him Jzly 
22. 1647. Which letter was delivered ro Mr. Samrnel Rutherford Sept. 
I7. 1647. with Dire&ions how to icnd back. And in the year 1649. 
I wrote a letter to Mr, Rec h:rfordgto certify me what became of my wri- 
ting delivered to him? with deſire to know what Mr. B a y L y would do 
to right me; yet after ſo long waiting, I find no remorle or righting of me 
made by the ſaid Mr. RoBtrT BAYLyY: And thercfore I do de- 
volve r & matter into your hands, being taken for the Church, to which 
luch complaints ſh5uld be made, according to the rule Ar. 18. 17. and 
do expcct to have right done by you to him and me, as to a Fellow-Chriſti- 
an,--Presbyter,---and Cov2ntater with you , as is meet in tuch a cauſe 
concerning the 77h of (God, and innocenry of your Bro:her, And for- 
almuch as the charge againſt him and proof may be cyidently ſeen in this 
letter to him, and his and my writings, (which[if you pleaſe to take nc- 
rice of, ] you may eaſily come by; )1 prelume you will not expect my per- 
lonal appearance before you to purſue this (991/272: but of your lelves 
examine the matter, {as I .conccive the rule of Chriſt binds you ; beſides 
the eng1gements towards a Fell-w-Cov2n:nter in the xth article of the 
Sol-rane [7 19115 114 Cov nant t and permit your fellow-ſeryant to atcend 
the work of Chtiſt, in the place where he is ſeated ; who ſhall pray for 
your welfare ; and continue 


Yorur bro'hor 1;:d Fellogs 
London Sept, - Servn1t inChrir, 
24. 1650. Joux TownBes. 
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To the Reverend, Mr. Samuel Rutherturd Profeſſor at St. Aus 
| drews# Scotland. | 


No 1647. was del'vcred to you a letter of mine to Mr. 
Robert bayly of Glaſyow your tellow-Commiſſioner, 
which you undertook as I am told to fe:d to him, and 
not hearing any thing tron Mr, B2yly in antwer to it, 4; 
20 1649. 1lenta lertir to youto 1:treate a word from 
>C you , what became of that letter with direCtions to what 

place in L249; your letter might be fent for me; of which likewile I haye 

heard nothing. Foratmuch as without publiſhing ſomething a blot inde. 
lible may lie on me and(which is more)on the truch I aſſert tor my lake,and 
that in atcer ages when Mr. Bzy/j*: book ſhall be read, and thole falic 
criminations found therein without any Vindication of mine, and I P2r= 

ceive by experience that ſuch falle reports as haye been yeated in Mr. E./- 

wards be G 1297421 (upon whole credit THonorins Reggires hath blazed 

them in a Latin — and in Mr. Bzylys Diflwaſives haye made ma- 
ny men undelecyedly odious, and ſuch reports vented in pulpits upon their 
credit haye bcen the bellowes that did blow the fire of warre, which hath 
to the rejoicing of Malignants and oriet of godly perſons walted your and 
our Counticy, and Mr. C 9t:09 of N, E. thought meet to print an Apolog 

for himlclf and the Churches there to vindecate himlelf from Mr. Bay/y's 
aſperſions in oae part of his di{fwative , I have thought it neceſlary to vin- 
dicate my {elf in this, and have ſent it to you, being one that I conceive 
cordially affect:dwith the breaches thar are among.the Godly & (tudious of 
truth and p-ace, that you may impart this as you may opportunely to ſome 

Synod in your Countrey, and indeavyour, as conſcience and Covenant I 

think bind you, in the moſt prudent way you can to take of rheinjury of 

Mr Bayly, and which is che chicf thing I aim at and humbly defire,rhat 

there may be ſome Conrſe taken effe&ially to prevent luch injurious ml- 


repreſentations of mens tenents, and pra&tites in pulpits and prefles, that * 


fo (if the Lord ſhall vouchſ..te ſach a mercy ) diflenters at laſt may in a 
calme and amicable way debate differences to the healing of our breaches: 
which is the prayer and aime of 

Tour Fellow-Servanti and 
L2mſter in Hor otord- | Brother in Chriſ?, 
ſhire Decem. 4.1651. Jonun TownBES. 
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T o thereverend and worthy Mafter | 
ROBERT BAYLTIE, 


Miniſter at 


GLASGOW inSCOTLAND. 
SIR, ; 

charge me fally in theſe following Accuſations chap. 
bv) = 4. pag? 92. youlay, in theſe following things he flies 
2% YL met with, 

1. In ſpoyling Chriſtian infants not only of Baptiſme, 

Table in the end of your book, you lay, He ſpoyles all infants of all inte= 
reſt in the Covenant of Grace. 
poral priviledges. 
3. 1n denying to Jewiſh infants all right to the new Covenant, till in 


mr 0 your Book intituled ANABAPTISME, you 

as high, as ary civil and diſcreet Anabapriſt I have 

but of all intereſt in the Cov:nant of Grace, And in the wargine, and 

2. In making Crrcumciſiona ſeal to the Jews onely of earthly and tem< 
ther riper years they become att uall believers. 


pon ENS 


SECT I. 


—— PRE ey 


Of the firſt Crimination . that I ſpoile all Infants of all inte- 
. reſt in the Covenant of Grace. 


T; prove theſe accuſetions which you ſo expreſly chatge me with , and 
tend to make your adverſary odious , ( which ic ſeems you made 
B | your 


- 
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(2) 
your buſinefſe, ard not to clear truth ,\) you referre the Reader to the let. 
ters A A page 110. where you cite ore paſlage of my Apology page 64. 
which doeth directly deny the firſ# acerſ4rion , ard where the paflage of 
Mi. Marſhallyou ry tor proof of it,(a moſt unzealonable Way to prove 
a mans poſition by his Antagoniſts conceit of t,as', that C. alin made God 
the author of ſin, becauſe Be!lLermin acculed him of it, )is ſufficiently ar- 
ſwered : yea in fay Poſ#-ſcreps #0 Mr. Blake in the end of my Apology 
Sett.22, [charge Maſter Blak? of un juſt crimination of me in this, and 
challerge Mr. Aarhall ,, Mr.Vihes, Mr. Calamy, ardnow your iclfto 
make good thar cliirge if you ch. Ard yet you are not aſham d to ſay, 
pag: 113. Allorr adverſuri:s deny to all i; fants all right in God, all 1;- 
rereſts in his promiſerg1nd Covenant, as MACH 4 they do to Turk!, and 
Pagant. dchapq. pige 89390.) after you had charged this accuta- 
tion on others; in the clole you lay, 7 his m3kes them uncertain what to 
ſay of inf.int s ing before converſion, Some ſave them all,(which is cor- 
trary to What you fay p:ge t {3;) others intl'zt9 io the Armpation of them 
All. others profeſſe the antertainty of the thing, whether inf.nts before 
their corver fon be within the Kingdom of Satan, or that of God. Ard 
for proof of this laſt you referre the Reader tothe Jetrer K;, and there you 
alledge my words in my Apology pag- 64,66. which ſpeak not at all of 
the wicertainty of the thing you were {peaking of, to wit, ths ſalvation 
or damnation of infitnts dying before conver 91, bur the contrary , laying 


expteſly,That every infant is either in the viable Kirgdome of (4, or of | 


Satar, that is, cle&,or repiobate. And for the certainty of the ſubject, 1 
Conceive neither you not 1, nor any on earch are certain what child 
of a Believer is clect, or reprobate.Sure I am Mr, Marſh! in his Sermon 
pagr 43 faith , Charity 7s not tyed ro conclude cert tinly of any of them, 
although in the beginning of his Sermon page 7. he would ground the fal- 
yation of all the wn of belieyers dying in their infancy,on Gods promiſe, 
to be the God of Pelicyers, and of their ſeed.Belides , my words in my A- 
pology p1ge 64,66. which youalledge, ſpeak onely of infants belorging 
viſibly to the Kingdome of the Devil or God ; and I ftill deny that they 
belong to either viſibly, untill they make their profeſſion , accord- 
ing to the conſtitution of the nhble Church ofChriftians, which it be- 
hoved you to difproye , and not to miſteport my words as you do, 


Aa 
—_— 
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Of the ſecond Crimination , that I wake Circumciſion ts the 
Jewes , a Seal onely of earthly and temporal priviledges. 


A S for your ſecond accyſatior, you bring onely Mr. Marſhals words 
which orely declare his ſafpicion;yet fo > ealonatile and oroundlels, 
as one might wonder any man ſhould haye the face to. draw me into a ſu- 
ſpicion of that, the contrary whereof is delivered in my Exercitation page 
2. and very often in my Exercitation and Examen of bes Sermon;\n which 
I (bl make the Covenant made with 4braham Ger.17.which Circumci- 
fon confirmed, to be a mx: Covenant, containing both ſpirituall and 
temporal prom:(-5,And ue accule me of the contrary;& againſt 
my ae many proye +a gmt _— by Maſter pram. ſulpition 
expreſſed in this manner; Wha: your meaning 15 inthu expreſſion, 1 car- 
»ot rell; it bath an untoward look , as if the meaning wereg&c. which 
was unreaſonable in him toraile ſuch a jealouſie of me for citing onely 
a paſſage in that ſo approved Treatile of Cameros: that learned Scot, 4+ rri= 
plici fardere , th. 78.(which was allo much approved at Heidelberg ) 
by the publiſher of his works according to an order in a Syzod of the 
French Churches; as to be tiled inCameren's [con,ucurratiſſimd theſes; 
and they are now tranſlated into Engliſh by Mr. Samuel Bolrox, and 
printed at the end of his treatiſe , of the trxe bounds of Chriſtian freedons 
with this commendation (09 precions to be any longer conceal:d, or hid 
wander the ſhell of an unknown tongue.) And yet thele words were cited by 
me ſo warily page 4. of my Exercitation as that I lay, wdifwe may be= 
leve My.Cameron; yet Mr. Mr/hal had fo much ingenuity ,as to ſay of 
me in that place page. 98. of his Defence , 1 3s too groſſe a thing to ima- 
Line of God, and ſo expreſly contrary to the word, that untill you own it, 
[ will not tmpute i to you ; which wordsyou leaye out in allegation 
againſt me from Mr. Aſzrſhell , whether nedefly or fraudulently, I leave 
it to your 0Wa confcience to conſider, | 


v. 
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Of the third crimination, That I deny tothe Jewiſh infaxts 
ill tight to the new Coven1nt till they become actuall belie- 
wers, from whence occaſion is taken to ſhew the inſuffici« 
ency of Mr. Gerees ſhift- in expounding the words of the 
Dire@ory [ the promiſe 3s made to believers.and their [ce] 
And the inſufficiency of Mr. Mar{hals proof of Conne:- 
jon bet ween the ſeal and Covenant from God's inſtitution, 
and Mr.Baylics from the nature of the termes. 


S for the. third accyſatior, you bring nota word to prove it, yet you 

often charge ſometimes all your adyerlaries, as in chap. 5. pag. 132. 
ſometimes the principall of them (among whom I aſſure my telf, you 1cc- 
kon me ) with it, as when you lay, pag. 151. ch.5. The growundof this 
reaſon 1s granted by the Principal: of our adverſaries, who avow their 
excluſion of inf.unts from baptiſme upon this gronnd muinely, that they 
believe they are excluded from the Covenant of Grace, remiſſion of ſins, the 
ſaving grace of the Spirit , till in the years of d'ſcretion they be brought a- 
tally to believe , which thing I do expreſly deny in my Exorcir.2: ton pa. 
24. with obhorrency from it, and Examer page 150. and page 109. I lay, 
it were 4 922dneſſe to gn about to put them out of the Covenant of Grace. 
You are often told in my Ex2-me9 as page 29, 38, ITo, 154. andmany 
more places,that I ayow excluſion of intants from baptitm upon this ground 
mainly, that there isno Inſtitution of it gathered by precept or Apoltolical 
example, and therefore it is will-worſhip: As for a command of Circum- 
ciſion I conceive it is abrogated, and to can be no rule now about Baptilm; 
and the maintaining that a command of Circumciſion (ti.1 binds us ( as Mr. 
Marſhall doth in his Sermon page 35, 36,37: ) 1s the moſt manifelt here- 
fie of any, as being condemned in the firlt © 0nc2l by the Apoſtles, A-ts 
I5. 28. & 21.25. Indeed to ſhew the weaknefle of Mr. 1arſh:ils argu- 
ment thus framed, Th inf.mmt s of believing parents are within the C ove- 
nt of Grace, therefore thy are to part 1k} of the ſoalr of the Covenant, 
whichin Mr. 1{ar/þals language is all one with baptiſme : 1d.d fay that 


I did conceiye the antecedent of his Enthymeme not truc, Examen Part 3. 
Sect, 


——_—_——_—_—_ {LY 


(5) 
Sc, 1. page 39. conceivirg that as your practiſe is, ſo Mr. 2arſhall i= 
tended to deterd this conchuion ; All the infants born of a belieyer by pro- 
feſſion are to be baprized accrrdirg to ordinary re , ard fo I exprefied my 
{elfe in my Examer Part z. Sect. 15. Exerc::. page 1, ardellewhere, and 
then his antecedent mult be tius, AU the 1f11is born of a beltever are 


that promiſe to them. And in this ſenile 1-denied this propoſition, © AU 
the i; fants of a believer are within the C ovenant of Gras, aid di proved 
it to fully in my Examey pars 3.5.4, that Mr. A2r/h14 rerourc th that 
propoſition in that ſenſe page 116, of his Defeace, ard then betakes him- 
telt to this ſhitr, to under{tar:d it of the owrward covenar't as be calls ir, in 
which tcnle I haye proved in my Apology Sect.10. his firſt argument to be 
cer trifling, ard his ſpeeches to be full of equivocation, or ambiguity, 
which I have allo further proved in my Poſtſcr:pr in antwer to Mr. 651 k2 
Sect.6. Mr. Geree be ro inforced to deny that propoſition in that {enle, and 
being prefled.by me with the words of the Drre*t ory, [rh.it the promiſe zs 
made to believers and their ſeed) he ſhifted it off in his [/17dicie pedob1p- 
t:ſn:1 page 13. by interpreting the words of the Dire! ory thus, -T hes zs to 
be preſumed by men out of charity, till they diſcover the contrary, that 
all the infants of b. lizvers have the inward gr:ces of the Cov2nan', which 
I proved corld rot be the ſenſe of the words of the Diretto; y in-iny A; 0- 
{ gySect.9. clpecially from the term [9244-| which imports Gods a&, not 
mans charitable preſumption. Now what doth Mr. G-ze- reply hereto ? 
In his /7; dice Vindc:arum chap. 4. page 16. he alters the words of the 
Direttory this, That the promiſe 1s to believers and their ſr29, leaving 
our the word | 244e]up>n which my argument telted, ard then page 18. 
tells me, the qzery zs in what ſenſe and inwhit reſpett children of b 1:5= 
vers aye ſid ro be tz: the Covenant of Grare,whereas the qurry is in what 
lenſe the Direct ory meant theſe words | the promiſe is mad- to beliryers 
ard their ſeed\ not in what ſenſe either in Ge, 17. 7. or Rom. 9. 4. or 
A'ts 2. 25. Children of Believers are ſ ud jo be i; the Cov nant of or 1c”, 
Ad whereas Mr, Geree in the ſame book cha. 10. pa oe 41, complains of 
my words 1n the Epiſtle Dedicatory of my Apology, that the doctrine of 
the 


(6) 
the Dire ory is diſayowed by two of my moſtemunent Antagonults, mean- 
Ing himlelf and Mr. 11: rjhails 1 haye,and am further ready co ultify char 
leech, and if many of the Aſſembly have aſſured hum in privates that 
they intexded the expreſſions queſtwoned by me 1m 19 othzr ſerſe thez he ex- 
pownded then;, I would have them know, that either they mult alter the 
words as Mr. Geree doth, not reading them as they are printed, and as Mr. 
AMarjhall in his Defeac? page 116, Mr.Geree Vinaze. Pedobap. . page 13. 
xeads them, or elle thoſe 4ſſembly-men mult make a new Dictionary for 
us to anderitard their language by afore any man that underftands com- 
mon Ezglih will underſtand thera ſo, And whereas he world have by 
this one Examination men \ndge of all the reſt, I am contented with it, 
provided that men by his ſuperficial and ſhifting dealing in this judge of all 
the reſt. But co returne,as 1 denyed the antecedent in Mr. Marjha{ls Emhby- 
meme, lo I denicd the conſequence page 36. and did more then make 
ſome v-ltatior,, 1 proved by a jult ditpure that the propoſition 1s not true, 
All that are ty the Covenant of Grace muſt be ſeal:d, ard though Mr, 
Marſhall page 92. of his Defence, lay ſomewhat to prove it from Gods 
will Gey. 17. 7, 9, 10, 14. yet what is faid there is only of circumciſion, 
nothing of baptilme, and the word [therefore] = which Mr. Mar(haks 
proof reſts is in the /{ebrew Ax Which may be andis tranſlated other- 
wile,as by the Tig er1ue5Et tu by Parrens Ti amtern, by Piſcator Tu ve- 
re, &c, andthe propoſition is maniſe{}ly talle in Mr. Afarſhalls ſenie, yea 
he granted page 92, 182. that the formal reaſon of their beiyg circumci- 
ſed was the command of Co7, which I uely oblerycd and proved in my 
Apology inthe Epiſtle Ded+c.ory aid inthe Apology it ſelf page go.over- 
throws his argument from the Covenant to the feale, which reſts on this, 
that ſuch as received the initial ſeat, recetved it becauſe they were inthe 
Covenant, which are Mr. Aarſh:ils words in his D:fexce page 92. you 
in your An4bapriſme chap.5. page x 32. lay, your propoſition 1s grounded 
on the nature of the terms , which you yever go about to prove but 
dift ate thus : The Mator, [Whocver hav* right to the chief promiſes of 
tle New Teſtament , they have right to the firſt Sacrament of the New 
Teſtament, if the Lord have not put ſome tmpediment to ther particip-= 
tion of that Sacrament} is grounded on the nature of the terms of the pre- 
poſitron the chief promiſes of the New Teſtament , and the firſt Sacyi- 
ment, this is th: ſignand ſel, that the thing fgmtfied,The reaſo: proceeds 
n0' from every thing ſignified to every ſign but from the chief thing ſieni- 
fied to the firſt frgne. 
Giyc me leave to tell you that I ſeldome meet with a paſlage _ 
at) 
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hath more abſurdity then this of yours. x, You fet not down right the terms of 
your own pt opoſition, which are not | the chief promiſes of the New Te« 
ſtament, and the Firſt Sacrament} but[having right to the chief promis 
ſes of the New Teſtament, and having right to the Firſt Sacrament, if 
the Lord hav? not put ſome impediment to their participation of that $5 
erament} as if you had forgotten fo ſoon or could not analyſe your own 
ptopotition. 2. Youtell us| this is the fign and ſeale, that the thing figni= 
fied] as if this were the nature of the terms, Bur what an illogical con- 
cett 15 this? Logictans call a reaſon from the nature of the terms, when 
the eexms are included; the one i» C'oncepru quidad't 1tivo alteriir, lo as 
that the one cannot be conceiyed without the other. Now may not the chief 
promitfes of the New Teſtament be conceived without the firſt ſfiga and 


' fteale? Did not God make the chief promites of the New and 01d Teſta- 


ment befote cycr any fign or ſeale was _—_— much more before bap- 


titm?? Did not God make the chief promile acs ygorar drmvior Tit, 


1. 2. which we tranſlate before rheworld b-gar,, meltrig tly as I conceive 
Dr. / wife Vind:, g-4'., l16.1,par.t. dig',2.c2p.5. referres to that in para- 
dife Gez 3. 15, yout own Mr. Dickſor, either tothat or to Gods promiſe 
to Chrift afore the world was made, all I meet with make it antecede any 
fitlt ge or feal of the Old or NewTeltament?Now how 1s there a conne- 
xion between rerms from the niture of them, whereof one may not only 
be conceived, but be alfo exiſtent both 4- f::'t» and 47 172 without the 
other ? If the terms were having the chief promiles of the New Teftament, 
and having the Firſt Sacrament] yet there is no ſuch connexion from the na- 
ture of the terms. Innumzrable may have,and have the chief promiſes of the 
New Teſtament, that have not & firlt Sacrament, er vice v-rſ7, Ele 
you muſt ho!d worſe poſitions then the Papiſts that none bur baprized per- 
fors have or can have the chict promiſes of the New Teſtament, and that 
every bapcized perfor. hath the chief promites of the New Teſtament. There 
is lefſe connexion from the nature of the terms berween the having right to 
the chief promiles of che New Teſtament,& havirgright tothe Firlt Gacra- 
ment of te New Teſtament. For if you meane it of right before God, 
thoulands may have right in Gods ele&tion and covenant with Chriſt, that 
are not in being, that are in their mothers womb, thatare yet among in- 
fidels uncalled:- haye theſe right to the Firſt Sacrament ? If you mean it 
of right in fiucie Eccleſie wit then I grant the propoſition is true : but 
your Minor hath clean another ſenſe then. your words and proofs import you 
conceived of it : however this rioht comes meerly from Gods inſtitution, 
which is to be the rule of the Churches judging and adminiſtrators _— 
y ous 
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2rd that is not from the right to the chief promiſes, but from profeſſion of 


faith arifug from Gods will not the nature of the texms. Tiere is no el-- 


tential corncxion berween them conſt1tutive or co;ſecutve , neither is one 
of the deficition or eſſential property to the other: ard God hath much 
more plainly put a barre agairitinfanr-baptiſme then infant-communion, 
not only ia that there is neither expreſle precept nor example for it in Scri- 
pture , but alto the very in:utution excludes thern, appointirs it or.ly to dil- 
ciples A72r.28. 19.purting believing betore baptilme fark 16. 16.8 in 
practiſe requirirg 1t Act, 8. 37, bejdes the image of it in all agcs of the 


Church requirirg n:ofeſſion of faith of lome for them eyen in the bo prilme | 


of infants. Bur you ſhew the nature of the ternis in theſe words, / hzs zs 
the ſign az:d ſet ,'hat the thing ſgmificd, By your Logick then it the 
chief promites of the New Teſtament be to be defined you would define 
them to be the thing i.gnificd by the firſt Sacrament of the New Teſtament : 
which were to define :gnotum per 1gnotin, and by that which is meerly 
extrinſecal to it, A promile is an action : the thing hgnified by the firlt 
Sacrament is not only fomething to come but allo tomethirg palt as the 
death, burial, rcturrection of Chit in baptitme Koz. 6. 3, 4. « ol.2. 12, 
the thing promited is fomecthirg we arc to hayc, the promile is Gods act, 
the firlt Sacrament the adminittrators a&t. How inept a definition is ſuch 
a definition in which the yc;:zes doth not rredicyi in quid on the defini- 
tun:,r.or the whole detinit:on is reciprocal with the defi;:iram, beſides 0- 
ther defects? But it maybe you n eant that it is of the nature of the firſt 


Sacrament to be a fon ard icale of che chief promiſes of the New Teſta- _ 


ment. Wetetbis 16, you ſhovld rot riohcly argue : for then the right to 
the promiles ſhould be Sad from the {eal, not to the leale from the pro- 
mile, if the promiſe be of the natur? of the lcale, and not e contra : 
wher-as you lay that roxr rezſ9z rrovcets fron the clacf thing ignifyed to 
the firft gr. But how can you or any make this good that ir js the nature 
of the firſt Sacrament only (for you exclude the lecond expreſlely after in 
theſe words, 79r do we ſþer- but of ihe {:r/i/ g;) tobe a Gene and {eale 
of the chicf prom'les of the New Tettamzrt ?- 1s not the ſecond (ion as wel 
a fon and ſeal of them as the firſt? Betides what is the term | eale |thcre 
buta Metzp;ur ? Ardisitnot abſurd to make a Mctaphor of the nature 
of a term, which docch not ſhe what a thing is but what it is ike, cor.- 
tr-ry to the rule of Logicians ? Scheibler. 7 op. £4. 50. num. 126. Def 
»1t:0 nop fit ex verbes Me: .aphoricis, Ita Ariſtot, Top. Lib. 2.cap. 2. 
Sel 4 Ke herm Syst. Logir. Lk. 1. Set. 2. cap. 2. &c, Yet how 
abludly is a {cale of the Coyenart made the Cerys in the definition of 2 


* 94- 
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collections of duties'and priviledges. about the' Sacraments from a meer 
Metaphor ? A thirg I am aflured worthy Lamencation whea I conſider the 
trouble it hath brought ro mary conſciences, ard dilquiet in the Church. 
But were it granted that the term, ſigce or teal were of the nature of the firlt 
Sacrament, how doth it appear thar- it is the nature of the Sacrament to 
fignifie Gods promiſe to us rather then our promite to Ged ? Though I de- 
ny not but baprilme hgnifies and in a lenke teales Gods promiſes to us, as 
may be ſeen in my former writings, yet lo farre as I am able to diſcern the 
chicf and primary ule is to {ignihe our profeſſion and promiſe to God, and 
therefore it 15 required as our aCtard duty, and therein we are faid to pur 
on Chriſt. And why then ſhould we not ratter lay, that it is the nature 
of baptitme to be a {;gn or ſeale of our profeſſion, ard then we have a bet- 


ter argument from the nature as you ſpeak, from the ule, as I would ſpeak, 


of the fir{t Sacrament to prove that infants are not to be baptized , then that 
they are. The trueth is Sacraments are not fignes natural bur poſitive,and o 
have no nature to ſign or leale but by inſtitution, and thy there's no 
connexion, or right berween the Covenant and ſeal, as war ſpeak, from 


the nature of the terms, but by Gods inſtitution, ' And therefore Mr. Mar- . 


hall did more confiderately a{cribe it to Gods will , then you do to difarir 
from the nature of the terms, you miſcarry as much in that which followes 
when you lay, The reaſon proceeds not from every thing ſignified to every 
ſign, but from the chief thing ſignified to the firſt ſign : yet before you 
expreſſed the nature of the terms thus, The one 15 th ? gn » the other the 
rg / 'grified , and = otye no reaſon why there ſhould be more connex- 


o .* .* D . - . © 
ion berween the chief things Hgnified, ard the firſt fign, then rhe not chiet 


things ſignified, and the ſecond, nor do I know by what rule you proceed - 


in making ſome promiſes of the New Teſtament chief, ard ſome not : Ir 
follows, Some of the bleſſings which Circamiiſion di.i ſeal belongtdto 
Melchizedeck , to Lo', to job, and others who were not ſo farre as we 
reade circumciſed, but the main promiſe ſealed by Circumcifor, Inthy 


ſeed all the nations of the earth ſhall be bleſſed, The Meſſias comming of 


the poſterity of Abraham, Iſ.1ac and Jacol, the Covenant of Grace as it 
was admin:ſtred under the figure of the Ceremoniall Law did helong to the 
People of Iſrael aloe, rd to the profelyres mho joined themſelves to their 
bady . Youintimate truly that the reaſon of circumciſing infants was rot 
taken from the common right of believers tothe Covenant of Gracey/ bur 
from the end God had in Hgnifying Chriſt to come of Abyahar, which is 
a good eyidence that baptizing infants now hath not the ſame reaſon that 

| C EE Cit- 


factament being but a Metaphor, and books and Sermons ſtuffed with 


OP 


As Cy = t 
cixcumcifirg of infants had ther, 42d fo aff your argument from the. a- 
nalogy becween Ir fan-Baptiſme ard I-Fant-Circumcntion from the like 
realon of both falls-ro-the g:ound : But fire the main promile of the New 
Teſtament did belong to fel þrzdni , Lot ard fob as much as to be- 
lievers now, and if righteouſneff- by farh be ſeated by circumcitior, as 
you expreftely reach- page 141. from Ko77. 4. IT. ther che rhyin promiſe 
icaled by Circimcition belorgzd'to AMelchrz,cde-%,” Eor ard ol, ard fo 
if there be fuch a connexion between the chief promite ard the fit ſeale 
they ſhould have been carcumeifed as well as the Jewes: ard it iSas ſtrar.ge 
to me how you can make the promiſe of the MetTrts commit 'C from 2 bra 
ham belorg'ng ro-protelyres-more then to them, Bur this-is enovg71 to g;ye 
a taſte of your manner of diſputing. - Bur I muſtfollow you, you g> ou. 
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of the fourth Crimination,that 1 give 4 power to uubaptized 
perſons bo baptize other: | 


| 5 giving a pover to unb4ptized perſons to baptiz,* others. For proof of 
this you referre the Reader to the letters BB page 111. and there I find 
one paſſage cf Mr. 17;»ſhallr, which orly declares his own concelt, and 
one paſtage of mine from my Apo/-gy page 54. which ſpeaks not at all 
of that point, bur of another, whether m ary caſe an mbaprizce perfon 
may receive the Lords Supper. As for thar you charge me with, I remem - 
ber not where I have tpoken tro ir in my printed writirgs. Bur for the 
thing it ſelf. Tfno continnance of adult-bapriſme can be proved,urd bap- 
tilme by tuch baptized perfors is wantir.g, yet I conceiye, what ma. y 
Proteftant. writers do! yield, when they are preſſed by the Papitts to ſhew 
the calling of the firſt reformers, Thar after an univertal corruprion the ne- 
ceſſxy of the thino doth juftify the perſons that reforme thovgh warting an 
ordinary,regr lar calling(whichthirg ] tind fully avouched 
Vide Anſ, of the by the Miniſters ſent to Oxford in their Account given to 
9d Gn amen: page 28, 29.) will juſtify in ſich a caſe 
Ergl ro 32 que. | Þe Parltamen* page 28, 29.) will juft: y in ſuch a 
q 21.þ 72, 13, both the wfulnefſ of a M.nifters baprizing,thar hath not 
74- «ll tn defe- Ween rightly baprizcd himfelf, and the ſt fficiency of that 


Bethe 19s ſbapifmeo te prrfon fo hapcizod,  Anditis very thi 


ters CC, where is one paſſage cited out o 


| '(x1)) 
that in a caſe where a _ Miniſter cannot be bad, itis lawful 
for an unbaptized perſon to baptize, and his bapritme is valid, is both the 
relolution of Aquinas parte 3.q. 67.4rt.y. and Laxchees an eminent 
Proteftart C omment.in Epheſ. 5. 26. Loc.2. part. Y. cap. 4. num. 21. 
querittr an ts poſſit baptizare eos quos ad'C priftum convert, cum ipſe 
nmqam fuerit baptiz.atins baptiſnio aque ? non dubirv quiupoſſit, & 


v11ſſim curare » ut ipſe ab io ex lus a ſe converſis baptizetur, Ratio eff: _ 


quia miniſter eſt verbi, a Frifto extra ordinen: excitatns : e0g, ut talts 
miniſter, poteſſ cum llins Erle Vole conſenſu 4 ſpmmiſtam conflituere, 
Fab eo ut baptizerry Curare. Whereby you may. percetye that this is no 
new - trut!, that an unbaptized perlon/ ++ ay in ſome cate/baprize-another, 
ard hc baptize him beirg baptized of huri, And if you held at Jo hai- 
nous a poſiticr,you might do well ro anſwer Mr. $p:1/.-ry his realors 10 tis 
book intituled 1 be $42 c1mtereſ?, chiefly page 10.-which book you cite 
in the third ard fourth chapters of your ANABAPTISME, thovgh 
in your third chapter you miſtake, in alleado'ng 1vords as'Mr. Spitoberi:”s, 
which are 1n the preface ro the -book made by Mr. Cox. 


SECT. V. 
of the fifth Crimination,that 1 make Apologies for the worſt 
of the Anabaptiits. Y 


FN makine Apologies for the worſt of the Auzbaptift-s even thoſe of 
Munſter. Andinthe 9147 41 and therzble 30. the. endof your book, 
you lay of me, He 1s a friend to the worſt Anabaptiſtc, 1nd tnjurions to all 
who oppoſe them. And for proofe of this = referre the reader to the let- 
my Apology page 31. which 

hath uot a word of .4po/-gy or friend{hipfor, or towards any of the evil 
© of the 1:5 1p1:/)s; but you might have read in the next page 
core, a profeſſed abhorrirg of cheir wicked practiſes, ard jrdging chem 
worle in.them, theh they would be in others not to; bapriped. As tor the 
words you alledge, they contain onely a declaration of my ſuſpenſion of 
my judgement concerning ſome things 1clatcd of them for realorsthereal- 
l:doed. Taxyhich ſuf-cnlion Tam the more confirraed, by Your paſpably 
unrighte 2s, if not malicious dealir.g with me in thele accuſations, any” 
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{ conceive your,Mr. Marſhal s,and other Pedobaptiſts dealing in miſ-re- 
porting of me and others will berter ſerve for their Apology,then my words. 
"Tis true,. I endeayour to remove that prejudi-c againſt the truth of Anti- 
pedobaptiſme, which your,. and other mens birter writings ard preaching; 
create to it in your charging the milcarriages of Muncer, and. at Mnyſter 
and ſome others upon the doctrine it ſelt, never conſidering that now for a 
lorg time no ſuch miſcarriages are charged upon them juſtly, they live as 
peaceably as other men, their doctrine dilclaimes them,. the like miſcarri- 
ages haye been in removing other eyils that arc confeſſed to be luch, as in 
the /conoclaſts, Antiprelariſts,c>c. which you would thick. itto be un- 
righteous to charge on thoſe that have lought the removing of Images, pre- 
lacy ard ceremonies. Why then do you deale fo unjuſtly with others, for- 
exttirg that golden rule of Chrift Mat. 7.12. Whatſoever ye would that 
men ſhould do to yorr, do you even ſo to them: for this is the Law and the 
Prophets? | 

Whereto let me adde that reading lately in Grimffones General Hiſtory 
of the Netherlands t:b. g. pag. 442. that the inqui/ition of Spain adviſed 
the King of Spain in theſe words arr.7.They ſhall hire at our charge thicyes 
and ſpoyler's of Churches and images,whoſe offences ſhall be by allrhe world 
imputed tothe rebells, by ſome ſubtil meanes, gnd ſo we ſhall vanquiſh 
them, ] conceived my oo in my Apology page 31. (which you interpret 
as very. hainous ) conſfiderately, when I ſaid, / do cont the ſtory of the | 
Anabaptiſt: to contain tn it many things, the true reaſons of which, and 
the true knowledge of the cireumſtances concerning them will not appe i 
till the day of the revelation of the righteous indgement of God. And1I 
confeſſe it makes me ſomewhat ſuſpicious that in thele daies by Jeſwrticall 
Emiſſaries horrid opinions, and unruly pratites are vented; and attempted 
to make the party that are for reformation, and truth at this day odious to 
the world, | 
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Of the (ixth Crimination inveighing again/t the firit reformers. 


For proof hereof you referre the Reader to the letters D D page 177. 


A NA invettives again the beſt: that oppoſe them: ; the fir # reformers. 
. where 


| (13) 

where is alledged one paſſage of my Apo/ogy in page 32. which hathnor 
a word of invectivenefle againſt rhe fir ft reformer, much lefſe any inye- 
Rive 294inſt the beſt that oppoſed the Anabaptiſts at Munſter, buc only 
1m as mild an expreſſion as I could deſire, a declaration of my opinion, that 
the reformed Churches have beene to blame that they never yielded to re- 
forme Pedobapriſme in a regular way. Will not you fay the Saxor 
Churches have been to blame in not taking away of Images out of 
Churches, the Exg/:/þ Churches in not removing Prelacy and ceremonies ? 
yer you would think he wronged you, that ſhould lay, that in that ſpeech 
you made au inyettiye againlt thoſe Churches. Yer this is your dealing 
with me. 


SnCT VIE 


-_ 


Of the ſeventh Crimination i»veighing againſt the Aſſembly 
at Weſtminſter. 


T He Aſembly at Weſtmic#iſter. For proof hereof you referre the Rea- 
der to the letters E E page 111, where is cited one paſſage out of my 
Apology page 106. which hath not a word of exception againlt any man, 
much leſſe of invectiveneſſe againſt the Aſſembly 27 Weſtminſter : only it 
contains the expreſſion of my belief that the ableſt of the Aſſembly con- 
trived Mr. Marſhuls book, and my wiſh, that yt were declared whether 
the Pedobaptiſis would (tick to it or any other work : which I conceive - 
a reaſonable wiſh, finding the Protexs-like inconſtancy of Pedobaptiſts 
in many points of the diſpute between us, particularly in the chief argu- 
ment from circur:-iſion and the coyenant Gey. 17. to infant-baptifm, one 
forming the argument one way, another another way, one deriving the 
connexion between the Covenant and initial ſeal from the nature of the 
terms, another from Gods will, one aſcribing an intereſt in the outward 
Covenant only to all infants of belieyers,- another aſcribing an intereft to 
them in the inward Covenant allo according to charitable prefumprion, a- 
nother conditionally,another aſſerting the Covenant of Grace to belong to 
them for the moſt part, one grounding infant-baptiſme on the judgement 
of charity, another denying that ſufficient : and requiring a ju nt of 


taith, one ſtating the queſtion concerning all infants of belieyers, another 
| CON- - 


| (14) 


cor.cernirg lome only, one interpreting 1 Cor. 7. 14. of tederal holineſſ, 
another of 1eal holineſſe,ore waying the argument from lucceſion of ba 
tilme to circumciſion, another avouchii s 1, with maly ott.ec differences, 
which tend to the wearyicg of a diſputanc ard the e.udi; g ct a Reader that 
deſires 1o fird truth, ard to 1per.d tune in examir.irg what is fixed, not to 
loſe it in diſputing again(t that which one will owr,bur it m..y be molt will 
diſclaim. What the ery haye done in this mater doth noc yer antwer 
this wiſh. What is ſaid in the Dzre;toz git may be well doubicd whether 
Aſſemblz-men now hold, by that which hath/pai:ed berween me and Mr, 
AAarſhal and Mr.Gerec, about the propolitior, |t/{6 promiſe 25 made to 
believers ard their ſeed, what is laid 11 their 1d4vce concernng a confeſſion 
of f2irh Ch. 28.Art. 4.1s lo farrce trom 1ausfyirg,har it is: yet a riddle to 
me how infant-baptiſme can be drawn from ve; .17.7,9. with G1. 3.9, 
4. which1 remember not alledged by any Pedob.zyrijts fince I entered 
on the diſpute, laye what ] heard from Mr. Herl- now the Prolo-utor; 
(which T mention in my Apology page 41.) Which he did with {o little e- 
vidence for his pupole, as Iſuppolcd it bad been his own peculiat conceir, 
not the Aer ble: argument, And for the relt of the texcs, if the A/ſem- 
bly can lay a;:y more thei: Mr, Af.rjh :l ard others have 1aid for deducing 
of Pedobyriſne out of them, it were fit it ſhould be known, if not, I 
for my part cout my teli'as much unſarisfyed by the zjjzm2blizs alledging 
hypertinert rexrs, a5 by a pciyate mati's doing the ſame, This 1 declare 
to ofve the reaſon, of tha: ſpeech of mine in my Apology, As for the Aſ- 
fex:bly thovgh I have expr:fed my jealoriic o lome defects in them, and 
haps ſhall not agree with them 1a all their determinations, yet I have 
caft no filth in their faces, as Mr. 177// injurioufly accuſed me, even 
for my g20d will to them ; but l;ave aore and ſpoken reſpectively of them, 
as Exc: page 1, Rudying what T covid to prevert thoſe blemiſhes in 
theirprocerdings and determinations, which will in time more appear then 
yet they da,and am induced to believe that there are fo many of them therem 
that knoiy me fo well, as that they would bz loath to diſclaim me, what- 
ever they dy of my ominion, Ard thorgh Mr. Py: 7 in bis Suſpcn/3:u 
Svfpenttc yoo 21. faith; Afr. 24 rYihiiiy ſriwitng vs Pp: oe4 by the 
ATſmbl,, and to takes his book to be approved by them ; ard you count 
my words of that book to be an inveRtive «.grirſt the Aſe-:/ ly: yer T do 
not t:ke ir to be approved by the 4 #2 /7 ll they declare it to be lo, 
thorg':T have realon to conceive, thardivers of the ableſt of che Aon: b!r, 
_ efpecially in Lome part > learrano, bad their band 12 it, 


- 
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SECT. VIIL 


— _ I—_—C 


of the eighth Crimination inveighing againſt the Church of 
Scotland. 


He Charch of Scotl+nd, Por proofe of this yon refene the Reader'to 

the letters F F page 112, in which you cite one paſſage of my Apoto- 
2y page 93. whichdothnot fo much as mention any Church, 72.4ch leſſe 
the Church of Scott 12, but orely the mannagers of the cenfure of juridt- 
cal excommunication,whom however the Pap. /#: & Prelrec ule to ſpeak, 
I think you ule not to call the Church of $-9:1:,d, nor do]. Nor is chere 
a word of inveatvenefle agin(t any in thofe wordes ,* but only a declaration, 
what F queſtion wpon my beſtintell ioence which had leffe ns to Scot 
|», then to other parts of the world. 


SEC T. IX, 


Jt rmoe_—_— - - -  —— 


—— 


Of the nineth Crimination, inveighing againſt Mr. Marſhal- - - 


AſterMaRs H AL, Forproote hereof you referre your Reader to 
Mie. letters G G page 112. and there you cite two paſf 1925 out of 
my Ap o0L0OGy: oneof which page 57, is this. / fin4h- wor ds of an 
1reiligent mantrue concerning Mr, Marſhal, that he was apt to miſt tho, 
and inthe orher page 69. I lay, that 1 find him [bill a confuled difputer : 
which idzed containes fome complaint of Mr. AC::ſh:l, much eff: then 
I had cautle : butnot any invective, which I take to be an oration agxin(t 
a man to make him odious, fuch as. 7 #{tes Phrlippic'ss aghinſt Antonin, 
and D-mo/thea:s againſt Philip,and Nazianzoy aoainſt 7:15.12. 


L 


—_ 
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SECT. X. 


TW PTY —_—_—__=___ ws ———_— _ 


Of the tenth Crimination, of invcighing againſt Ar. Tho. 


Aſter Goodwin, For proofe here-f you referre the Reader to the let- 

ters HH page 112. And there youcite two ſhreds of a Jarge paſ- 
ſage concerning an accuſation of Mr. Marſhal, in which he chargeth me 
as vilifying Mr. Themas Goodwin, which charge I there anſwer , and then 
uſe ſome words which are not inve&tive, but a declaration, what I con- 
ceived of his difcourſe, which if it may not be allowed in diſpute the beſt 
writers among us will be condemned Dy. Tw:ſſe, Mr. Gataker, and your 
brethren Mr. Katherfſurd, Mr.Gulleſpy, your ſelf, and who not ? your own 
words in the firſt part of your Diſſ#1/rve page 119. do come neerer to an 
inyective aguinſt Mr, Thom as Goodwin, CY any words in my Apology or 
Examen ; the former of which the licenſer although Mr.Goodwrns tender 


friend, yet judged w1/.). 


SL, C TT AY 


—_— FRY 


—_ — _ <> me moe en 


Of the elev:nth Crimiaaiion , of :nvetzves againſt ol hers. 


NA others. For proof of this you refexre the Reader to FI H. 2. 

page 112. where youcite two wy of my Apology, the one con- 
taining no accuſation, no nor ſo much as a complaint againſt any ore, but 
onely a mention of ny experiment, which I w/ſh the caſe of Dotfor 1 wiſſe 
( thar T inſtance 1: no other ) had not verified ; the other paſſage is no 
inyective againſt any but meerly ay applying of Mr. Ley's words to my 
Treatiſe, which he had avowed of my Antagoniſts writings, 

Sir , I ſuppoſe it would better have ſuited with charity, I living the laſt 
ſurmer at the /emple nor farre from you, if yon had in a brotherly way 
minded me of my fly;ng h g/', of my inciwiliry,or inaſ-rctio;; that I might 
have ſeene your Joye in your reproof, afore 1 law your a<cufation to my 
diſgrace in print, | But 


(17) 
But you add more acc ufatiors of me, ard lay. Put in thoſe thing 
he gees farre beyond allt he Anabaptiſts 1 have met with. 
; 4 * 


— —— 


SRCT. XILT, 


On EO — 


Of the twelſth Crimination, that Teſicem baptiſme anunneceſ/4- 
ry rite, | 


Irſt he eſtcems baptiſm ſo unneceſſary arite that menwho are meet to 
receive it may very well be without it, as Conſtant .ne, Ambroſe and o« 
thers did delay to their old age that Sacrament. And in the margine,and ta- 
ble at the end of your book. He makes baptiſme a rite needleſſe either 
to yourg or old, and for proof whereof you referre the Reader to the letters 
I I page 112. and thole letters referre to BB ſupra, where two paſſages 
are cited , one of Mr. A1:;/hals, which onely declares his own conceic a- 
bout another point, that ſ#ppoſig infant-bapriſme a nullity he cannot n.- 
d:rſtand how any in the worl4ſhould this day be liwfully baptized, and 
another paſſage out of my Apology page 54. which is citedby you maimed- 
ly as Pſ2/»2 91. 11. was cited Math. 4.6. leaving out five lines that come 
berween | perplexiries Jand[| for beſidss | withont any cc. perverting there- 
by the lenle, as if the words | for beſides,:>c. ] were a reaſon of thar you 
cite before, whereas they are a reaſon of that which I expreſſe ; but you 
leaye out , that 1 do not thing an unbaptiz.ed perſon receiving the Lords 
Supper u either ſuch a new opinion or pra't iſe, as Mr. Marſhall made ir, 
And yet inthe words as you cite them, there isno proof of that you charge 
me with, Ther? is no mention at all of Ambroſe, and that which Tmen- 
tion of Conſtantine is done without any approbation. Nor will itfollow 
from my detcrmination , that becaule I lay, fir be ſtood upon in point of 
conſcience, ſo as in no caſe an un 11tized perſon 15 to be permitted to partake 
of the Lords Supper,'t will of neceſſity make many ſuper ſti:ious perplexities 
in Miniſters, and inferre many an unn-ceſſary ſchiſme ; therefore I eſteem 
baptiſme a needlefſe rite, that men who are meet to receive it may very 
well be without it. This argucat ( and ſuch I take your proof to be ) 
I would ſay, if I may uſe that Schoole expreſſion any morc , is x baculo ad 
angulum. Ard yet a man would think you had necd of a {trong ptoof to 
make men belicye that I hold baptiſme a ncedlefle rite, who haye ſuffered 
and 


/ 
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and (vl! ſaffer very much for my oppoſing infant-baptiſme, But my words 
truly underſtood do inferre the contrary to that you charge me w ith , (ith 
ghey aſſert baptiſme afore the Lords tupper neceſſary to be ſtood upon in 
pom of prudence for right order, ard intimate the hike in point of conſci- 
ence except in ſome caſes. When I conſider this dealing with me I cannot 
ouefle why you ſhould thus abule me in this fo credible a thing, unleſſe you 
would flily inſinuate as if I were of the $9:7.:-.4:5 mind in this, and thereby 


help to loade me with the moſt unbrotherly charoe of Socinianizirg beoun 


| by Mr. Mar(h.ul in the beginning of his Defec;:7.,tor which the Lord forgive 


him ard you, 


Je 


—  ———— —— = ——— 


SECT. XIII. 


I" —O— 7  — — —— — ——— ——— 


Of the thirteenth Crimination, that I am oartleſſe of my own 
baptiſme. 
A Nia it ſ:ems himPelf is careleſſe to be haptized tothis day. For hs 


infant-baptiſme according to his arguments muſt be null,*>another 
baptiſmagyet it ſeems he hath not received,Herc you accule me of careleſ- 
neſs of my.own baptifm.Bur, Sir, let me tell you, that unleſle you knew it by 
my own confeſſton (which I am ſure you aid not) you go beyond your lire 
to judge my lecret pratiles,yea my very thoughts,for careleſlenes is a priva- 
tion of cates which are thoughts. You lay, az 4 very bold 14. yout youno 
where find in me ſuch boldneſſe as this ro judge a mans thoughts. You 
might do well to remember what is laid Mar. 7.1. James 3. 1. But for 
the thirg you ſay, m7 rf :t-baptiſme — to my arguments muſt 
be null, and 2:5 yet it ſeems I have nt received another baptiſme. I&t 
it be granted 14.11 my i-7m-bapriſme according to my arguments muſt 
be n«l', that is as I underſtand imlufficient for the doing of the duty of be- 
ing baptized according to Chriſts appointment (which yet you have nor fo 
much as _—_—_— to prove) and that I have not yet received another bap- 
tilſm, how doth this proye my carelefſeneſſe of mine own baptiſme ? For 
if jt were true indeed tha: according to my arguments my ufant-baptilme 
were nvll, yet if it did not ſo appear to me {as I conteſte j was once doubt- 
ful, as my words Ex-rcir. pag. 22. ſhew, conceivirg the maine uſe of 
baptitmc being a corfirming of my profeſſion of Chriſt,by that rightan after 
profefſion might ratify a former baprifme though nor every way right, 


though I dafc notreſtwpon that concei:) and therefore 1 did not xecerve 2n- 


o:her 
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other baptiſme , that would proye I was not altogether careleſſe of my 
own baptiſme, Bur what ? it I did conceive my infant-bapriſme a nulli- 
ty, and yet doubted whether any could now be rightly baptized, becauſe 
no unbaptized perſon can give baptiſm, as Mr. 444rj#al! profetleth in his 
Defenc: page 245. or becauſe none can now give the ſpirit, and therefore 
received not bapriſme yer, this might free me from your charge of carelel- 
nefſe of my own baptiſme. Again 1f I were reſolved that right baptiſm might 
be had notwithſtandivg thele doubts, and were reſolyed to recetye it, bur 
- Either waitcd to ſee what the A/c2bly would do about examinirg the point 
of Pedobapriſm:r, or the Churches of New England, or how 1 might do 
my duty to Chriſt with leaſt offence to the State, or to my brethren in the 
Maniſtery, and with moſtfatisfa&tion to my own conicience concerning the 
admiriſtrator, adminiſtration and other circumſtances about it,T might be 
rather oyer-careful then careleſſe of my own baptiſm for ought you knew to 
the concrary, ard conſequently your acculation of me might be (as it was) 
both raſh and falſe, Will you ſay the Minifters about Lo-doy, that have 
differed adminſtrirg the Lords Supper for many years for want of ſettled 
diſcipline are careleſſe of the Lo:ds Supper ? and yer were not you partial 
I were more excufable in my action about this ching. Bur I hope your 
acculation of me ſhall do me {o much good, ag to quicken me toa more 
ſp edy refolution what to do in this great bulineſſe, though I confeſſe my 
over-tenderneſſe to give - offence to my brethren in the Miniftery who 
have ſhewed little or no tender regard of me, bur rather have ſet themſelves 
to make we odious, to keep we under in my credit ard eſtate, and ( which 
3s exceſſive impiety) to hinder me in the work of my Miniltery of the Go- 
ſpel, hath made me ſomewhat the ſlacker in refolving and accompliſhing 
what is my duty in this thing. 


- Ou —— 
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SECT. AST. 


Cc - 
— 


of the fourteenth Crimination, That 1 am unwilling to 
join with any of the Anabaptiſts Churches, and they unwil- 
ling to baptize non-members. | 


FC he profeſſeth au unwillimgueſſe to 'oinegag ſelf as 4 member to any 
of the Anobaptiſts Churches, aud I ſu 
D 2 


they are umpilling to bap- 
tize 


tex A 


.. 
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tize any, who will zot 'oine in Commu:nion with them, Ard for proof 
of the former you referre the Reader to the letters K K page 112. at which 
you cite (not as they are 1n my book) ſome words of my Apology page 10, 
which neither as they are in mine,or your book do prove wy unwillingefſe 
ro joine my ſelf as a member ro any of the Anabaptitts Churches, For a 
man may be willirg to joine himleif as a Member to any of the Anabap- 
tilts Churches, ad ycr ot dare to ga mer 4 ſeparated C hurcr not every one 
who joins as a member with a feparared Church beirg guilty of a ſchitme, 
which a gatherer of a ſeparated Church may be guilty of, Beſides a man 
may not know how to julbfy at one time the practiſe of oath:cring-a fepara- 
ted Churchor joining withit, who may know how to juſtify ir at anothe; 
time, when there is 10 hope of reforraatior, and men arc judged hereticks, 
and excommunicated for Leldiag truth ard doingtheir duty, The feyen 
difſenting brethren in the Aſſembly had lubſcribed wita fourteen more of 
the able(t of the Aſſembly ro certain conſiderations to difſwade from fu; - 
ther gathering of C harches in that preſent inntt ure of tim?, to which my 
words you cite had reference, who it may be now would not difſvade 
from oathetirg Churches, Burt the truth is my not daring to gather aſepa- 
rated Church then was my willingneſſato join with any Churches of Chriſt 
(and I think as much ill will as you bear to them, yet you will rot dare to 
lay , that none of the Anabapciſts Churches are Churches of Chrilt) 
though T was not willing to be a ſeparating member in any Church bur 
willig to be a conjoined member with all the Churches of Chriſt in O2NC- 
ral, and cach in particvlar: So farre is your allegation from proving what 
you charge me with that it proves the contrary. And tor that you lay, 
rhat you ſuppoſe th? Anabpriſts Churches are nzwllirg to baptize 
any who will not *oire ir; ronmmunion with them, if you moeanc thus, they 
will not baptize any who willnot joine in Communior. with them as fixed 
members entring into the Covenant called Charel-Cover 1z:t ard profetiing 
the way of diſcipline called rhe Copercg #tont! wry as the only way,and 
{epararing from any Church of Chriſt thats in any other way of d1{cipline 
( for not doing which it fecms you conceive them unwilling to admit me 
to baptitme I's have cauſe to think you are miſtaken. Fer having upon 
occaſion of theſe your words written to an Elder ot one of their Churches 
intreating him to conſult with tome others.,and to vive me refolution in theſe 
queſtions, | 

E Wh.xt 1O'NINg 1 Communion ao YH F"TH1 Yew, thoat whitþh h yort 
w:l! not boptize any ? WS : 
2: Whether on my profeſſion of my repenta:uce md jaith in theLordJe- 


a 
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fur, audreidineſſe to hold communion with all the Churches of C brift in 
the things of Chriſt, though 1 do not promiſe to be a fixed member inp 
any of their Congregations, you would admit me to baptiſme ? Ireccived 
O j 

ard learned men in theſe words: 

That which we require aud without which we will not baptize any is 
a perſons manifeſtation of himſelfe to be a believer 19 Jeſus Chriſt, and 
to a-jire baptiſme according to the revealed will of Chriſ!, and 11 obed;- 
ence thereuate, we do not baptiz2 any into this or that particular congre- 


_ tins following anſwer tubſcribed by three graduatcs in ſchooles, godly 


_ gation - but ouly into that ons body 11 g-neral Spoken of 1 Cor. 12. 13. 


As touching 'oming in communior, we in this caſe require no more, then 
a mainfeſt readineſje to hold com-nunion with all the C harches of Chriſt 
in the things of Chriſt, 4nd accordingly to ſhew a real willingneſſe to have 
communoiu with :zy particul ir Charch of Chriſt according as the hand 
of God jh.:ll give opportunity, and true ſeaſouableneſſe of and for the ſame, 
Thiz we judge? andpraftiſe acc ordingly. Benjamen Cox, 
Henry Jcfle.Hanlerd Knollys. 
I d) teſtifi: the ſu5jFance hereof to be th? profeſſed judgment of that 
corgregation whereto 1 am joined, and alſo that congregatior, where 
Mr. Kiffiz, Patent, and Spulsbery are joined,who did affirm ſo much 
to be their own ndgement alſo.The Scripture upon which we ſo prattiſe is 
thu Atts $, 37, 38. Hanſerd Knollys. | 
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SECT XY. 


Of the fifteenth Crimination, of wy allowing frequent rebap- 
tization. | 


Erondlywihen a may is vaptized according to his own minde, he al- 

i Yowes bimz to be oft thereafter rebaptized, even ſo oft as he repents 
for /in, which Ly the godly zs done (at the lea$t ought to be dome) oftener 
:h2z 92ce. And in the margin and the table at the end of your book, He al- 
Lowes frequent rebapriz.ing : and for proof you retcrre your Reader to the 
letters LL page 112. and therc you fend your Reader back to the letter' C 
ſupr,;, Now after you had ſaid: but to put the equity {of this reproof 
ent of doubt, their great Patrons now are come to defend the lawfulneſſe 
of 


(22) 
of baptiſme not onely twice, but if ye will ten times; yea ſo of as you re« 


pent for ſin, which ought ro be oftner, then once a day. So of Anabap- 
r1ts they become Hemerobaptiits, and more, for proof ct this you reter 


. the Reader tothe letter C, and there you alledge ore paſſage in my Ex«- 


cn page 23. and another paſſage in my Apology page 53. ardarelati. 
cn of unnamed Emrment Divines, | | 
It is true, that to ſhew the unreaſonable dealing of thoſe that made re- 
baptization an berefie, / did intreate one good argument 10 prove it un.» 
lauful in le for a man that hath been baptized rightly to be baptized a- 
Laine , and to ſhew the weaknele of the arguments brought to prove 
it unlawful 7: je to rebaptize, I briefly anſwered the rwo chiet, the latter 
wherof tecms to be that upon which the Aſſembly reſted,in that they alledge, 
to prove this propofition, T7 he Sacrament of baptiſme 1s but once to be ad- 
minitred to any perſor, onely the text Tit. 3.5. where God 15 ſard to ſ1ve 
us by the waſhing of regeneration, Advice for confeſſion of faith , Chap. 
28, art. 7. Andthen ] added, that rf there were as good examp!- < 
Pxdobaptitme, as that of AQS 19. 56. for rebaptiz.ing, the contre= 
verſie concerning Pxdobaptitme were at an eud with me, In which paſ- 
ſage I did not aflert the proof to be good for rebaptizing ; but compared 
with the proof for Ped 44pti/axg to be better, that 1s more probable then 
the other, and ſuch as if I had had but the like for Pedobapriſme IT had 
not moved any more about it, Which T wrote, becauſe I knew that very 
many writers both anticnt and latrer do very probably from expreſle words 
in tnat place conceive, that F.z:{did rebapuze, whereas there is not any 
probability, that any infa <4vas baptized b the Apoliles ; nor have the 
Antients | Hh I know) ever gone about to proye it from any example in 
the Acts of the Apoſtles bur by tradition. But in all this I did not at all 
ict down my judgement of the thing, whether reba ptizing were lawful or 
not, but Tx queſtioned the proofes alledoed io make it unlawful, whe- 
ther they yielded good arguments. 1 know there was another argument 
from circumcifion but once : bur I did not think that argument worth an- 
twering, nor do I yet, notwithitarding Mr. Aſ:r/hals eftecm of it, nor 
it may leeme would the A//erb/y build on it by their omitting it in the 
place before quoted, I (bll profefle , that Irezect all arguments drawn 
fince the Apoſtles from analogy of ritesor cnſtomes of rhe ;ewes in meer 
poſitive things foa's to ray”. 5 thence anything to bind us as 'wred:v:0 by 
Gods appomntment. And I conceive they ferye for no better purpoſe , 
then to cauſe much wrangling , to fill people with luperſtitions, and to 
weary ſchollers , and rh-r thee heeter fr P-»+Pec and Prelates turns , then 
[ndepen- 
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Independents or Presbyterians, And I was ſorry to reade in your brother Gi 
leſpy his Aarons rod bfoſſoming book 1 cha. 3.p:ge 15. twat from 2 Chr, 
19.8;10,11.the reverend andlearned Aſſemb!y of D:vines have drawn an 
argument for ruling Eld:rs, hoping they would have diſcarded all ſuch ar- 
guINents, But I laid allo Ex1mez page 83. [ concert? it irucy hat there is 
no neceſſity of administring either crrewme: ſroz: or baptiſm above once: but 
a demonſtratrus argument to prove it an heyeſie or unl wfull uit ſelf to 
rebaptize Þ yet expect Thele paſſages Mr. 1Zer{hz/! page 67. of his Defene 
fayes,1o clearly diſcover my 1tch after new opinions.But this was inconhide- 
rately & uncharitably {aid,fth my words lead him Wnother reaton of thoſe 
paſſages,though it were but intimated, which is the miſery and miſchief” 
which comes by mens magilterial dererminations of herches and errors, and 
binding mens conlciences with a pretended jxre 4:v140 upon topical rea- 
lons, it being the cauſe of many ſchilmes, and much hatred between 
Chriſtians , and is the true cauſe of & confulions and warres be- 
rweene Chrittians, that ariſe upon difference of opinion in matters - of 
religion. I faid indeed,that Mr. A{zrſhals reaſons were not convincing to me, 
nor 1s the holding of rebaptiz,ation ſuch a new opinion as he would make 
it. Buthow do any paſlages of my Examen page 23. ot my Apology | 
page 53. prove that which you charge me with, rhar when aman is bap* 
tized according to my own mind 1 allow him to be oft thereafter rebap- 
tized, even ſo oft 25 he repents for fin, which by the odly is donegat leafs 
ought ta be done every dry oftmer then once, that 1 allow of a frequent 
rebap'iz 1tion, that to put the equity of the reproach of rebaptiz.ing out of 
451, I (whom you dubbe the Az 2b.1prifts grext Putron, though indeed 
a Patron of nothing, but truth,and right) a» now come to defend the law- 
julweſſe of baptiſme not onely twice, but if ye will ten times ,-yca ſo oft 
15 you repent” for ſim, which ought to be = then mice a day, / of Ana-- 
bap'1t hs they berome I lem:robaptiſts and mor? 

Bur you have a tale-of fome eminent Davines to help you out, that 17 
my ſermon before the Hlonſe of Commons (for to whom elle [hs] can re- 
fene T lee not, there being no other but Mr. Marſhi/and my telfe men- 
tioned in that paragraph) / did awvow in terminis, that it z5 no frwult to bap- 
tize ten times, Now ſure thoſe F-11727 Drivines, and your {elf by 
hearkening to rhem,and repotting this in-print without ever ſpeaking or 
writing to me about itchough Thyednotfarre from you or them, do ſhew 
that to be true , which is every where complained of , thar rigid Presby- 
teriaps are very apt to receive falſe reports, and to publiſh them: of any 


that diffent from them , that they rake mto-everydunghil to find fome 
filth: 
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filth to throw into the faces of their brethren , and therefore godly per- 
{ons are very unwillicg ro come under their yoke.Buwthat you may w_ 
the plain trurh,T ncyer yer preached a ſermon before the Houle of Commons, 
2or tn ſuch ſermon did avow 1n terminis, that it :s mo fault to b prize ten 
times, I have enquired about this tale, and it is conjectured by fome,hat 
this tale was hatched out of a paſſage of a Sermon of Mr. W:l-:er Cradock. 
before the Hof: of Commons July 21.1646. 0 1 John 1. 3,4. page 28. 
which was this, When I have communion with a Saint I muſt not looke 
whether hz be of ſuch ap optnior, or whether he have taken the Cournant, 
or have be2ea bapti a or twice or ten times, but ſee if he have fel. 
lowſhip with th: Father, and with Jeſus Chriſt, which its lik*ly was 
miſreported; and made him in the margine put thele words: 7 ſpeth nor 
this as if my opinion were for rebaptizatior, cc. This forwardnefle to 
miſreport thir.os done now, as it diſcoyers much ill aftection in mens ſpirits, 
and that the Presbyterian.\pirir,Wehen perlons grow factious, will run into 
undue courles as well as the Anabapriftick {pirit; fo jt gives much cauſe 
to conſiderate men to doubt whether many things reported of the Anabap- 
tiſts heretofore, ard all taken up in your dragge-net whether true or falle 
( which are the beſt pillar you have to uphold the great corruption of Pedo- 
baptiſnz or Pelorartiſm as rp x it deleryes to beſtiled ) were true as they 
were reported. 


————_e on cn 


SECT. HTEL 


hs Hs I — 


Of the ſixteenth Crimination, That I make it Iawſn! for per- 
ſons unbaptized to partake of the Lords Supper. 


S for that you charg? me with when you lay, T hirdly he makes it 
A Law full for perſons before th:y be bapt:2.7d ro partahs of the Loras 
Szpper,and referre your Reader to M M and theace to B B and chapter 3. 
pag. 53. when you lay, And ſome of their greateſt Doctors hol it in no 
wiſe incongru2mw to admit perſons tothe Larde Table before they be bap- 
tized, and for this you cite my words page 54. of my Apol-gy, had you 
dealt candidly with me, you ſhould have fer down my opinion as I propound 
it, which was tht tn ſome caſe it might be permitted, But neither you 
nor Mr, Mar(hzl! bave dealtfairely with me in this matter. You fer not 
down my opinion rightly , bur leave out the limitation which did right- 


ly 
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ly ſtate my opinion, and Mr. Marſhall pag. 167. of his Defezce miſreports 
me, 7 hat 4 confejſe 1 find no exampl: of an unbaptized perſon recerving 
the Lords Supper, and neither youn or Mx. Marſhall dotake upon you to 
anſwer my realons, which are exther in my Exames pag.85. or in my Apc- 
logy pag. 53> 54- butonely cer.ture me for freaks and outleapr, anda 
(price of rich after new opinions tor propounding my opinion with reatons a- 
bout a caſe of conſcience, which troubles many, ard is of very frequent . 
Occurrence, in a place that lead me to ſpeak of it. Bur it ſcems neither 
Mr. MarſPall nor your teif are willing to let any thing pafle, that may make 
me odious, or ridiculous, though you do bur ” oo your own 1nconhderate- 
reſſe, ard uncharitablenefle, the like dealing you ule towards me inthe 
following charges. 


—_ 


SECT. XVII. 


i 
© —  ——_— — — 


Of the ſeventeenth Crimination, That Tam a compleate E 
raſtian, wherein reaſon is given of my doubt, that in Scri-= 
pture no ſuch juridicall Excommunication is appointed as 
7s now contended for. 


Ou ſay, Fourthly,to ſhew how little 1nclineable he is to joine with 
the Anabaptiſt*, he declares himſelf a compleat ERASTIAN. 
Sir, what I faid, and to what end.,I expreſſed plainly enough in my Apo- 
L2gy page 91. The occaſion of printing what I conceived, was a paſlage 
in Mr. Marſhalls Defence, which he (tuffed with all the exceptions he could 
thruſt in againſt my perſon, but antwered little or nothing punStually in the 
maine points of the diſpute, (which prevarication, I may perhaps in time 
diſcoyer alſo, in your ditpute (chap. 5. )otyour ANABAPT.ISME 
| The occaſion of ſpeaking in private conference, was, toſhew my lenſible= 
refle of the miſery of the Land, by reaton of the preſent differences, upon 
lome ſpeech that was moved by ſome friend of mine, ( as I remember, ) 
when the Aſſembly brought into the Houſe of Commons, their Petittor, 
defir ng power to ſuſpend perſons from the Lords Swpper for all ſcandals, | 
withour reſtri&tion ; and aſſerted the Presbyterian Government, ( unto 
which they adviſed the Parliament, ) to be jure Divino, by the will 
and appointment of Jeſus Chriſt, —_ I ſpake then, and ſince printed; 
Was 


(26) 
was to ſhew my compaſſion of my native Countrey like to be ruined, by the 
violent aſlertirg chings ditputable, to by re Drvino,; ard thereby recet- 
{taring men to oppole , lett Tontcicace be brougat in bondage, according 
to the Apoltles warning Col. 2, 20, It wasnor (as you lay) rs jhew how 
little inclineable I am to 'oiue with the Anabaptiſts. Nor didI declare 
my lelfe a ( omplear ERASTIAN inthe words you alleadoe at the 
letters N N out of my 4pology, as you charge me ; but orly cxprefſe my 
doubts; much lefſe did / declare my ſelf 4 compleate ERASTIAN, 
that is in your ſenſe ore that holds withErR ASTus inal thirgs, wh ere- 
in he difters from Be z A in the diſputes between them. Hor whereas 
there are wo main points in difference between them, Exrommunicates;, 
and the mixt Presbytery; Concerning this /ztter,my words in my Apology 
ſpeak nothing again(t ir,but rather for it,when I ſay, And if -ny Aſſembly of 
Miniiters and Rulers be ſet up, for the better diſcovery of ſ:ch as 102 v7. 
ciouſly, or do contrary to the ( hriſtizn faith, or worſhip, that a perſon 
be not charged with thoſe evils upon #nicertain reports, I think it agrec- 
able to Gods will 1 Tm. 5.19. And whereas Mr G:llesþy in his Aarons 
rod bloſſoming, page 249. hath thele words, Eraſte5 pag. 175. hath not 
ſpared to ſry, that the Magistrate may inthe New Teſtament (though 
he might not in the Ol?) exerciſe the Miniſterial funttior,f he can hve 

o munch leaſure from his other imployments, and pag. 315. in very truth 
the Erattians. do oppoſe not only the inituutior, but the Lwfulneſſe aud 
agreeableneſje to the word of God of a0 hurch=government diitinit from 
the civik', yet you cannot ſhew that Thold either of theſe pofititions. 1 
conteſſe T have read ER as Tus his Theſes + ( onfirmatro theſium ; 
but I coukd not do it fo exattly, as I would have done it, if Thad had Be- 
z4's book to compare with it, T have read that which Mr. Reurherford 


 difpanes againft £7.25 45 but it dothnot farisfy me, in that he dictates ma- 


ny things without proof, which are moſt neceflary to be proved ; and proves 
lomething by the ſayings of Authors, that deſerve to be examined ; and ma- 
ny times ones in reating his Amagonifts words, that which is either »-off 
or very material; and makes not his own anfwers punStual ; which things 
Mr. Mather alto chareeth him with, about another point ; beſides ma- 
ny incoherent, and imperfect {peccnes, and inferting things impertinent. 
Beſides m this diſputg I conceivey Mr, Ratherford doth yield that,which 
overthroweththat which he concludeth for. As when in his D:vine right | 
of © hurch-government chap. 4. q. 1. page 223. he hath theſe words , /r 
is evident from the text Mat. 18. 15. that ( brit Speaks of ſuch ſins tn 
4 ſpeciall manner committed 27 ainft me or a particular brother, which 

are 
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are within the verge of my power or has to pardor, as not being yet publick- 
ly ſcaxdalous + which if true, then it can be meant onely of perſonal inju- 
ries,which alone a private pcrlon hath power ta pardon, and to is fot an in- 
{titution how to correct ſcandals under that notion, which Mr. G:Uefþy 
contends to much for , ifi his Aarons rod bloſſoming, book 2. chap. 9. 
page 295, and book 3. chap. 2. As forhis a gument from proporttor, 
C hiſt aid appoint this to be done incaſe of civil in'urier,mmoh more in 
ſcandals - it hath no firength to impole a thing as by Diviae inſtitution up- 
on mens conſciences; yea 1t is no better then a humane invention when only 
gathered by tuch reatoning; tuch arguments from proportions being weak, 
probation:, as rightly Mr, Rutherford Duz right of Presbyteries Chap. 2. 
ſect. 2. page 37. and all Logicians acknowledge that an argument 2 c0m- 
paratzs 1s bur Topica), yea eaſily overthrown if any diſparity be afſigacd. 
And this is enough (though much more may be ſaid) to ſhew that ar. 
18. 15, 16, 17. is umpertinently alieadged, though it be one of the chick 
rex:s urged importunately for Church-goverament by Prelates, Indepen- 
dents, Presbyrerians, even the Aſſembly it lelf Advice concerning 4 Core 
feſſion of ſaith chap. 30. art. 2,4. to prove a power of excommunicating 
tor fins as ſcandalous, -and ſo all ſcardals. And for the power of the 
keyes Mar. 16. 19. Mr. Ratherford chap. 3.9. 1. pag. 236. makts-the 
power of the keyes to belong to'l hrerch- Reders, that are the Stewards of 
the houſe, 11d the d'ſperſers of the heavenly myſtericsbur this may be only 
preaching the _—_ » of which the Apoltle ſpeaks 1 Cor. 4.1. which 
place is impertinently alleadged in the Aſſemblies confefſion of taith chap. 

27. art. 4, to prove, neither Srcrament may be difÞenſed by ay, but 
' a Miniſter febs word lawfully ord ined, the Scripture no where calling 
the Sacraments. myſteries, but the doctrine of the Golpel; however the 
Greek Fathers oft call them ſo. As for binding, ndtordng though I 
conceive Dr, Hammond hath more exaQly diſputed this matter in his book 
of the power of the keyes, chap. 4. then others, yet I conceiye it more a- 
greeable to other places in Aerrhew (leaving Mr. Seler to juſtify his ex- 
plication in his preface to his book of the ('alexder of the Fewes out of the 
Talmudiſts as he conceives fit ) as Zr. 23. 4. & 11, 28. beſides Atts 
15. 28. Revel. 2. 24. Luke 11. 46. to draw the Metaphor from bind- 
ng andloofmg burdens, rather then pritoners; which is confirmed in that 
the phraſe is not. [who»ſvever] but [what things ſpever ye hall bind on 
exrih} At. 18. 18. and this may very well ſtand witlrthe coherence, 
{gntying Gods ratif ring in heaven the Conimands of che Apoſtles, and the 
Church on carth in the matters wherein they ate to be obeyed y, x7. and 
Es. {o 
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ſothe binding and looſing belor gs not to vindicative judicature as by Ex- 
communicatior, but to S:ewaraly d-clwrative authority what is to be done 
or not to be done;and conſequently proves not juridical Excommunication,L 
add that Mr.G:Veſpy in his Arons rod bloſſoming book 3.C.p.412,41 3.will 
not have birdirg and looſing by a dogmatical arrhoriraurve declaration of 
the will of Chrilt here excluded , bur proves this ſeute from Mar. 28, 20, 
Atts 15.28. and from che coherence with the 17. v. Asfor 1 C or.5.5. 
Mr. . Rutherfurd cha.g. 4,5. page 329. denieth not many learned. Pre 
teftants to conceiveyth at delivering to Satan mi_ht be a bodily punihment 
or con'oined therewitl, ;>c. yea he addeth, and the learned Molineus 
denyeth delivering to Satan to be expounded of Excommenication, 14d will 
have the deitruit on of the fleſh to be ſome bodily tormenting of his Fody 
by Satar, and ſo do ſundry of the Fathers, eſpecially Ambroic, Hierony- 
mus, Auguſtinus, 2d Chrytottome, :hough Augultin be doubtful, which 
If true it will be hard to prove juridical Excommunication now conter.ded 
for from thence. And for the 1 3.v. if it be read as it may, And ye ſhall put ;:- 
waynottherefore put away & 78 Forney y, NO 73y Tornegrothe evil th inggnot 
the evill perſoz,, as it's laid to be in a Manulcript copy at Saizt Famer, 
and is the more likely, becauſe it ſeemes to many learned men, that the A- 
polite tooke theſe phraſes o 70 tp yov T4T0 FolngacV. 2. Thy sTWV THTO KeTEe= 
yeauuor, V. 3. o) iEageire 73 OF Tey mornegy 85 vhs 0vj, from the 
Greek verſion,Dear.17. 5,7. and 22.21, 22, 24. it will note, not a com- 
mand, but an event; and fo it may be either expounded imperlonally, as 
Selden.t. 1, | Deut.17.7.. ye ſhall pat ny the evil, that is,the evil ſhall 
deſign.c 8. p 18. | be put away from you, or if 1t be referred to their action, 
codices priſciz | they may be aid to do it, becauſe they monygred that he 
optimntg; Pabent | might be taken away,ver.2. andit was to be done when 
To TomMev. | they were gathered together,ver. 4. now the phrale of r4- 
king away from then, compared with thole places in Dexreronomy, with 
the Apoſtles ipecch ver. 5.1s more likely to be meant of killing then Ex- 
communicating, And the putting it,ver,1 3. in {uch an abrupt manner like 
to that, Dexr, 17.7. doth give great cauſe to imagine it hath the ſame 
{cnſe, Bur if it be a command,and be referred to Excommunication 1th 
the indging them that are withir,ver.12, yet it cannot be gathered from 
the text that this was the juridical Excommunication contended for, in- 
veſted in ſome Officers, or the people with the Ofkcers as ſuperiour judges: 
but rather by verſes g,10,11,12. precedent, this 1#4ging and putting 4- 
way belongs to every private Chriſtian jointly in a conſtituted Church, or 
ſeycrally by themſclyes. I have read Mr. Gullefþies Aarons rod bloſſom- 


ins 
TV 
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7, and I think the ſtrength of allis in the 9, chapter of his 2. book : 
In which I doubt whether any of his 21. a1guments will prove ſuch a fo- 
rerfical Eccleſiaſhck government, as he conterds for. The argument 
from two diſtinct governments, and judicatories to cenſure yicious man- 
rers (in which Mr.G:{efþy in bis fult book feemes to be moſt elaborate) 
in the Jewiſh policy to proye the like to be amorg Chriſtians is many 
wayes taulty.It will hardly be proved the Prieſts bad peculiar cognizance of 
{cardalous manners , or that any was kept from the lacrifices for moral 
uncleannefſe, much lefle that the reaſon is good, men were kept away for 
. legal uncleannefle from the lacrifices, Ergo much more for _—_ or exclu- 
ſion for legal pollution typifies excluſion for moral in the Chriſtian 


C:urch, Youlay truly in anſwer to Mr.Cotr oz firſt part of your Diſſuaſive | 


chap.7.pag,172. There i no argumenting from ſymbolic types except 
where the $prrit of God in Scripture appl.es a type to ſuch a ſignificition 
and uſe. Nor is the Jewiſh policy a patterne for us. If it were we muſt 
have a Biſhop antweringto an High Prieſt, a Parliament conſiſting of Bi- 
ſhops and Nobles, as they had their Syedrizzm at Jerulalem of Prieſts and 
Elders of the peopte. Theſe arguments cannot (tand without aſſerting 
that the Jewiſh judicial lawes binde (till, I have bin the larger in this, be- 
caule in ſome writings eſpecially of your Nation, to be an Eraſtian is now 
counted an high criine , and if the advice of the Aſſembly concery- 
mg a confeſſion of faith chap. 30. ſhould be eſtabliſhed as a law, aflertion 


ot a Church-government correRive of manners by cenſures in a juridical 


way would be preſſed on us as of Divine inſtitution diſtin from the Civil 


Madiſtrate,which I conceiye it concerns the Afſertors better to prove, then 
yet appears they have done, or elfe they will in prefſing it on others uſurpe 
dominion over other mens faith, But ſure in many particulars I am not 
of Eraſtus his minde, and therefore you do ill to terme me a compleate 
Eraſtian, And though I find not by Bullingers and Gualther's letters to 
him, Beza's preface to his anſwer to his theſes, Philip Parews his Relation 
of his fathers life, and other wayes, but that Er7/t:25 had'the repute of a 
worthy man, yet I take it all at your hands to be named by any name, but 
Chrilts, as you, and your fellow- Commiſſioners did take exception at the 


Apologetical narration of the five brethren for calling ſome Churches Cal» - 


vint4r, Burthow do you proyc me to be a comple Eraſtiun ? 
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"$&cr. XVIII 
Ofthe eighteenth Crimination, that I avow nv ſcandalous pro- 
 feſſor ought to be kept from the Lords Table. 


Y Ou lay, that I avow that no ſcandalows profeſſor ought to be kept 
from the Lords Table, and tor proof, you referre your Reader to 
the letters N N, where tome words of mine axe recited out of my Apology 
page 92. which avow not any thing but my doubt, nor that of the thing 
t {elf, bur ot the proofe, nw: that not out of any Scripture whatloeyer, 
but onely the fact of delivering to Satan the inceſtuous Corinthian , x Cor, 
5-5. Nordo I expreſſe my doubt to be how from that it may be. conclu- 
ded, that any {candalous profeſſor ought to be kept from the we T able; 
but how hence may be concluded anypower of ſuſpenſion from the Lords Sy, = 
per for every emer geut ſcandal ſojudged by al orgregationor Congre gational 
Presbytery.Yea to ſhew how ready you are to mil-eport mezin the yery next 
page of my Apology I have thele words, Ard rf ut happen that any ſuch 
fait s be perpeirated as are like to that of the nceſtnons perſo;., I doubt 
not but the who'e Charrch may aud onght to diſclume the perſon ſo offend- 
int, 4d te excluls bum from all brotherly Commmumor', becauſe I com 
cerve ſo much was doue to the inceſtuars perſon; as T gather from 2 Cor. 
2.6,7. So that my doubt was not of lutpenſion for any, but tor every c- 
mergent ſc.izl, tor which the Afew:bly were to carneſt with the Par- 
lament. Mary cards thar are ih abule of liberty in things indifferent, 
in fins of eyil counce!, and example which may happen through: (trengrh 
of temptation by inkicmiry in men nor habitually viciors, which are not of 
that hainous nature, asto delervc keeping from the Lords Table; Nor doth 
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the Scripture either preſcribe tuch a thing to be done,or give power to do it, 


I like not Doctor A-»o5 his derenvinarion lib. 4. de corforentra c, 29. 
num.7. Proprium > adequatumr ov tum bu'us cenſury eff (crandalnm 
duum 4 fratre, winch I IMagine vas the caule of the Aſſembly's mittake 
upon which they petitioned. | 


— — 
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Ofthe nin-teenth Criminatlon of me that T Loid no conjure of 
Fexcommnunicition. 

7 Ou furthcr charce me, as avow'/n7 4ſo that there 15 un (1:0) thi,o as 

ary CENj71 re of FE xXCOmtmuntcitiors, and for proof you rererne VOUL Rexz- 

dcr 


(31) 
der to the letters O O, where is cited one or two paſſages of my Apolagy» 
page 91. in neither of which do I ayow any thing bur my doubt, which 
is of 5. things, whercof one is, whether eyer Excommunacation a ſecree, 
that is (as I atter expieſle my elf) [4r:41c1l, forenca', 141 boritative, Ex 
communication by tome officers, or the whole congregation as ſuperious 
that have jurildiction without ſpecial gifras the Apottics had , . would be 
proved to be 'zre 4:9i0 by Chriſts appointment. And Iconfefle I have (till 
the ſame doubt , notwith(tanding what I haye read in Mr. K#therford? 
Mr.G:{esþy or any other. And I ſhould be willirg to be reſolved, how 
citing to appear by power of office, keeping Courts or Aﬀemblies , r:qui- 
ring perſons, yea of all forts and qualities to an{wer as before Judges, ex- 
amining witneſſes, hearing cauſes, paffing ſentence , inflicting 1o great a 
puniſhmcat as Excommunication without liberty of Appeale ( if by a na- 
tional Aſſembly of Z1ders)on miniſters and people,even the chicteſt, not as 
Arbitcators to whom the parties referre the matter, bnt as Eccleſiaſtical 
Officers to whole judgement they muſtſtand whether they will cr no,will be 
acquitted from that dominion condemned Ly. 22.25, 26, 42'.20.26.Mar. 
10. 42,43, 1 Pet.5.2,3.a5 the Aſſertors of the Presbyterian dilcipline ex- 
ound the texts again(t the Prelates;8 what dominion more hke the heathen 
the Prelates take upon them,then tuch an Aſem4/r,and whether the Pre- 
lates againſt whom you pleade may not acquit their Prelacy which they 
claime trom the donunion you charge them with, out of thele texts of Scri- 
pture as well as you. Bt in thisI do not avow, there 75 no ſuch thing as 
any cenſuye of Excommunittior, as you accule me : yea I do expreflely 
orant 4 ſocial medicinal Excommunication by the whole Church from all 
brotherly communion with the whole , and by each 
member from arburary communion with himſelf,prc- | Allin defgnce of Anſ+ 
vided they do nat raſhly or nn'«ſty exclude. And this | '? 7 poſit.p.171.in caſe 
I gather from 1 Cor.5. 9,10,11. 2 Theſſ, 3.6, 14,15. the J"OE 
© © S533 ln »Iqpt 3 officers ſhould caff out 
and other places, as in my Apo/ogy page 93. may be | any, yet it is net alto- 
len. And I think the,Congregational way in this | gether the ſame with 
nearer to the ule of Excommmunication in Scripture.then thatwhic h may be dif. 
the Presbyterian, though I think they miſle intwo |? epjeſ! by ide oneens 
| ) "Y S y F "FRF thereof it being ns offi- 
things. 1. That they make it an act of 1uperiority | c;ala#. 
and juritdiction, or, as they ſpeak , of the power of 
the keycs in the whole Church over the perton cenfyred. 2. They a- 
[cribe this power or. lyto that particularcongregation of which the offender 
is a fixed member, which I conceive common to any,other Church or. bro- 
| ther in another Congrceation, and is wn effect nothing elite but the non-com- 
munion 


. 
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munion, which they aſcribe to one Church towards another, Nor do 1 
conceive what other Excommunication Chriſtians could in the primitiye 
times exercile or did exercite ore towards another, when /7ttor Biſhop of 
Rome would have ex communicated Polycrates Biſhop of Epheſus, or the 
Weſtern the Eaſtern Church about Eaſter, or Srephans of Kome Firmi- 
lranus Biſhop of Ceſarea in Cappadocia holding with Cypriax about re- 
baptization of perſons baptized by hereriques, then this non-communion, 
Ard for the texts Mar. 16. 19. Mat. 18.16, 17, 18. Iamnotyet mo- 
ved from the intetpretation I gave in my Apology page 91. but rather con- 
ceive that I can prove it true, notwithltanding what I have read hitherto 
to the contrary, 
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Of the twentieth Crimination , that 7 hold Chriit hath not 
appointed any particular government for his Church, 


_ lay further, That Chriſt hath not appointed any particulay go- 
vernment for his Church, and for proof hereof you referre the Rea- 
der to the letters P P,at which you cite two paflages ot my Apology page 
91.93. of which neither layes the thing you charge me with, the former 
onely making two things, accordirg to my conceit, prudercia], to wit, 
the Btacy orDepeadency,znd the fixednefſe or moyeableneſle ofPa- 
ſtors, and Congregations. In the other 1 acknowledged a diſcipline pro- 
per to the Church, and ſhewed what it was, And therefore you do ma- 
nifeltly wiong me in fayirg I ayow 4 particnlcr governmen , When my 
words expreſlely yield the contrary, onely I laid, / ſuppoſe the manner of 
doing the thing is loft to prudence , that 1s by whom, wher, in what or- 
der evils committed ſhould be examined, the perlors charged , admo- 
niſhed , avoided, which I think you will not deny. Surely you will be 
hard put to it,to prove our of Scripture, the particularitics of your,or any 0- 
ther diſcipline. To tell you my minde yet more plainly, the word go- 
vernment comes from the Greeke xv%ernors » NOW xufeevirns' 6 oy ms 
194,37, faith Sid. he that guides 1 (hip by ſteering it, Being applicd to 
men conceive government is either by countel, directing, admoniſhing, 
reproving in words or ations (as by ſhewing fayow or diſlike, in —_ 

embra- 


(33) - 
embracing or ſhwning company , &c.giving example, &c. or by givins 
lawes, ad inflicting puniſhments or giving rewards. I conceive Chrilt 
harh nor lefc a yarricular government for his Chucch the latter way, but 
referres that unto himlelf, but in the formzr way he hath in the hands of 
ſo.re Ohcers, whem ke hath mad? as w————_ in his houſe, whole go- 
vernment conſiſts chiefely in declaring che will of Carift, conyincing gait- 
layers, ordairing Paſtors to teach,ard declarirg ! alice teachers to be ſhun- 
xd, and ſuch hike offices : but for the juri-ical goyernment mentioned 
b-fore I find it nor appointed them by Chritt. I i'ke ZH. 99225 expreſſion 
on Tit.1, That the Churches v9 212u77 pres yt ron ronflin, cur, ſo- 
[Fcitudine (not imperio) grverntban'ur, and ] !'ke £:1922/1: his ob- 
ſeryation in his Apparatus de primatu Pipe pag. 148.5 4 pri 2t' Pape 
part. I. Cap. I. that the government of the Church is &&7zo7h "474tic,2- 
ver-fight, not yoteſtas, magiſtracy, empire, And this m> thinks belt 
ſuites with the Scriptures,r Theſſ.5.12.1 Tim.3.5. Heb.13.7,17.1 Peter 


5. $33. 
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Of the one tw-ntieth Crimination, that 1ho!d that the goverr« 
ment of the Church belongs to the Magiſtrate onely. 


Ou add further, that I fay, tht the govrrnizg of the Church b:= 

longs to th: Magiſtrate o:ly, and to ſuch whom he appoints to 
that ſervice: by vertus of a Commiſſion flowing from himſelf, Ard for 
proofe hereof you referre the Reader to the letters q q page 11 3. where you 
cite a paſlage out of my Ao-/2gy prge 93, which hath not a word of that 
you charge me with, but onely a declaration of my opinion in point of 
prudence, tha the not devolving ſo much juriſdiftion (as ſome defire) on 
a Presbyrery doth notlo much difadyantage the Church, as ſome con- 
ceivc,torretormation of manners, but onely for ſuppreſſing the difſenters in 
opinion,vho are for the moſt part the molt conſciencious, and right-hearted; 
For ulually the ruling Elders are Magiſtrates , or both reaching and ru- 
ling Elders are cholen and a& according to their minde, and ſerve their 
ends. And therefore if the Chriſtian M zviſtrate be good, there's no great 
lofle to the Chuxch concernip5 the reforming of yicious manners, though 

F | the 


(34) 
he Presbytery have not ſuch power as ſome defire:if bad,little is done by the 


Presbyrery. Ard for errors in opinion they are ſcarce cyer amended by bare 
Excommunication,for that(if there be any rumber of diſſerters)doth but u- 
ſually produce a ſchiſme,bur by teaching and clecring truth with meckneſſe 
and forbearance conc towards another, ad a freedome to debate things in Sy. 
nods, which is, I ſuppole, the proper ule of them, and not to determine 
thirgs and impole lawes the perlons cenſured being neyer heard. T his [ 
faid ro allay the heate of men in engaging a Kingdome to warre upon fuch 
a cauſe, But becauſe this is onely a point of prudence from experience [ 
leaye this to be conſidered by thole that are better acq uainted With hu- 
mane aftaires then I am. The thing you charge rae with is no where al- 
ſerted by me and therefore in this you allo charge me fallely, 


— 


SE CT. AXEL 


Of my new way and bolaneſſe, 


T Here are ſome other things in your book wherein you abuſe me, as 
pag.91.in your margine ard table when you put My. i o72bes new way, 
and when you ſay,thar ar this time when ſo many new wates are in haud, [ 
have thor ght meet to maker hotch=potch of manyof them together,which 
is a meer reproachful or {coffical calumny, as if what I wrote, I did it out 
of a defigne to make a yew way of mine own. Whereas what I have faid, 
I was neceftitated to it, as I ſhew in my Apology, and was done in pur- 
fuance of the Coverant, ard ſhould have becn taken with the right hand 
by men that are deſwrous to fird out trurh eſpecially from one that you term 
learned,and with all his (tre:grh and greater diligence then any betore him 
hath ſifted a point. As for 92y boldzeſſe, 1 confefſe God hath in mercy 
to me put more boldnefſe and courage into me in this matter, then either 
agrees with my natural complexion, or the ſtate of my affaires. But if you 
mean by ſaying chat [ am 4 very boil marghat Tam one that is ofan auda- 
ClOus dpolaion to be a ringleader in a ſation or an attempter ofa deſperate 
deſigne,or in any other bad ſenie(which it's likely you mean)you are de- 
ceiyed,it being trueth whichmakes ime bold, which Tam the more bold to 
ayouch to be 1o, becauſe having tryed your {trength with my other Antago- 
niſts, I find, that you defend that which I impugne by meer {leights, 


Lis 
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Of my ſilence concerning D1PP1 NG, and of the novelty and 
injkfficiencyof SPRINKLING inSteadofbaptizing. 


Ou ſay, that you hive marked nothing to full from ny perfor the rite 
Y of drppir'g y or g-inſt the cuſtome of ſprinkling. Ardinthe mar- 
gine ard the :.4b/c at the er.d of your book yu lay, He zs a rigid Antipede- 
baptiſt yS4r mot 1gotaft (priviklrz.g, Burthis is more the r. you could infer 
from this, that I meddle not with this cortroyerly in my writings, But 
thovgh I fay nothing, there's enovgh to be fourd of that innovation of 
ſprizkli,.g, all forts of authors. Mede iz his Diatribe, or diſcourſe 
on Tit. 3. 5 4 adac, becanſe perhaps ſome mens fancies are corrupted 
therewuh, that tFere was no ſuch ti inT as ſprinkling oY pavT1o 3s uſed in 
baptiſm 12 the Apoſtles times guar mary ages aftgr them;and therefore it 
25 10Way probable that parriou3s diuarOr Xews 'n St. Peter ſhould have 

any reference tothe aver of baptiſm. Salirafius Appar.ad l:brum de 
prima!n Pape pig.192.Noz exim 1d Bartliousds oft quo hodie infantes initi= 
ant, non mer iv, nou tinttio, non lotir, noa livacrum, nec azteoy Ht eti- 
am Grect vocanty;} vox Baptiſni Grace /ignificaty ſed pavriouds aſper- 
ſiowvel infuſo 4que. The like is in bis Epiſtle 2d C o[vinm pag, 669. An- 
cient ard later writers do generally ayouch Fo/z Baptiſts and the Apo= 

ftles and Ancients ule for many hundicds of yeares to have been by drpping 
or ; [:19:91719 rnd-r water ; Salmaſius Appirat, ad librum de primaty Pas 
pe p1g.193. Tempore IHicronymi omnes Eccleſie hunc morem obſerv;- 
ba;t ii b:ptiſmo ut ter C opur ſub aqua mergerent quibus 1d ſacramer= 

tnm dabatur. Aquinas3,part,7,66.art.7.. 7 tires et baptizare per modom 

immer /{'0gts y quia hot hibet communtor uſ11s. Chanier,nznſtrat.Cathol., 

tom, 4 lib.5.c.2. fe. 6.0 aterypm 19 {ſu lementi abinitio immerſionem 

fuiſſe totirs corports 3 que vis eff i574 Ranlitav: unde Joannes bapttz.abat 
in flumine: detnde tamen mutatan 1 aſe; onemeincerium quando; aut 
undo f.itto imtio, 0,The manner of dipping,plurging,or immerſion under 
water is agreeable to the relations, 17:. 3. 16. fohn 3.22. Acts 8. 38,39. 
Itis acknowledged to be alluded to by P 7, $999,6.3,4. bythe new An- 

not, there, By Calvin in John 3. 22,23, A Joanne co Chriſto celc bry.c- 

rm Baptiſmnm ſuiſſe totins corpores ſubnerſrone,Caly.in AR 8, 38. To 
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tur Cor pres in 49444 mer eva; t Mr. Dwnicl Rogr in Trcatiſe of two Sa- 
cramerts part. 1.chap. 5. 2. Edit, page 77. laith, The Greck To: gue 
wants not words to expreſſe any ocnec act , as well as Dipping , 
if thei (titution could bearc it. Ard fur. --the Lord mear:t not that the 
infant ſhould be ſprinckled onely;--but b4pr/2c4 : which word Fonifieth 
the true act of the Miniltery,to 12:7, or Do» the Bedy, or ſome part of ic 
into the water, Ardthe «cc: of Baptiſine in tic 1ymbolicalucs cf it, 
.--What retemblance of our burial or relurrection with Chriſt 
is chere in fprinkling?--So that--they loo. more at themlelves, then at 
God therein, Anda little betore he faith, To dipthe infant--1 to ave, 
asthinkirg it exceeding material to the Ordinance, and no ſleigh: thirg : 


z4ntli rity yt in aquas mer gerentur : 


holds out this manner of Baprizing fully, in his Treatiſe of Chr:/# ſe: forth 
in his Death, Burial--Section 3.chap. 7. Ir was queſtioned in the third 
cCl.- 
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cehtury whether the fe: 5u91s Or ſprinkling or powting about of the element, 
that 1s, thoſe who when they were fick on their beds ard ready to dy, - were 
bptiz.:d,were true baptiſm? Cyprizz: 6.4. Epiſ. ad May nur, Aﬀecr 
it was queſtioned,whe:her a threefold i7212er pox: were neceflary, or one 
wovld futhce? Ly 4b.:r4,ſpatert.lib.q.. diſtin. 3. lect.g. Agu-1.3.part. 9, 
66.art. 8.The Jewcs,{from whom this rite is conceived to come,) took the 
bapt:ſme wherein the whole body was iot baptized, to be void, Selden de 
inre n.tur.cy gent. uxta diſcip, Heby. 1. 2,C. 2. The force of the word 
. banlite is ſo manifelt to fonific dipping, plurging, drownirg, that Pins 
rus in his Pythiz ode.2, calls Corke twimmirg {2p tx Zauns & bd m- 
licov, p62 the face of the waters unbaptized, and Plirorch a (ſhip He- 
tirg on the watcrsS 677157, tf baptized. Infomuch that I miarycl greatly, 
that thole who hold 5re:2k/7g of bread neceſlary, if not cfſential £o the 
Lords Supper, having but example, uſe of the word, and alluſion for it :n 
Scripture ; yea thar are lo ſtiffe tor a table geſture; ſhould vpon ſuch pre- 
rences as thele | that Bam1igu3s lometimes Hgnifies wofls rg, that our 
Countreys are in a cold climate, or the like, | alter fo confirmed a rite and 
determme that baptizi;ig for the manner of d1ing ii, rs 39% only Liviu”, 
but ſ«fficient, and moſt expedient to be by pouring or (prichlns on the 
face of the child, in the Direftory ; and thar dippi.ig of the perſor into the 
water as mt neceſſary : but baptiſme is rightly adiiniftred by pouring 
or ſorinkl:ng water upon the perſon. Advice rar ang Ho: feſſion of 
futh ch4»1.28.2rtin,3, and that fo ſmall a veſſel ſhould, accordirg to 
thcir minds be let up, asthatthe Primzitiv» xſ- cannoc be continued by 
thoſe that would, and perhaps do make conſcieare of it. 
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The Concl«(ion requiring reparation of the wrong doneto me by 
Mr, Baillee. | 


N * Ov Sir, I referre it to your ſelf ro judg> whether any Author,Papiſt or 
- * Penteſtanthave in ſo tmall a compaſſe as one page of a leafe in 4. 
and ſome few lines in another ſ9 wronged his advyerfary, as you have done 
me in fo many falſe accutations texding to beget prejudice againſt my 
Wrt- - 
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writing, and hatred againſt my perſon. Which I take the worſe from 
ou as being done nor onely 5o a fcllow-Chriſtian, ard a fellow-Prote. 
fant, but allo to a fellow-Manitter of che Golpel, whole life and labours 
are not very obſcure ;yea to a fellow-Covenanter,und one with whom you 
ate bread at his and others invitation, out of the defire I had :o hold amit 
with you , and the Churches from whence you came: nor do I know chat I 
haye done or ſpoken any thing that might tend to the contrary {ince:and this 
haye you done in print, whereby it's likely to ſpread co many, and to re- 
maine upon record to poſterity, without any provocation by me, and with- 
out any conference with me by word or writing, which might have ſa- 
tisficd you; though living not farre from you while you were fra- 


| ming your book as I conceive you could not be ignorant from tun 


paſſages in my Apo/e7y. The (in of falſe accuſing is one of the fins, that 
makes times prrilou',z Tim. z.z. from whence the enemy of mankind hath 
his name, and from whence much of our diſunion, and miſery comes, I 
Mr. Henry dS now write this letter to you being remote from you, as I 
Scudder. did write toy a neere friend before, to acquainc you with theſe 
exceptions againſt you; havingan eye on the rule of Chriſt, ?7:.18. 15, 
that I may ſhew my defircs of pzace, and you may lee trueth, and confefle 
your wronging of m2 , and may fully right me. If this do not take, I ſhall 
tome other way eadeayour to waſh away the dirt caftin my face by you, 
and xemaine | 


Bewaley in Worceſterſhire . 
July 22.164 7. 


Ycur brother and 
fellow- ſervant 


in Chriſt Jeſus 


foun TomBES 


June 2.1650. 
Imprima wr 


John Bachiler, 
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